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PREFACE 

To talk of India’s political problem is to bring one face 
to face with a labyrinth of innumerable intricacies in the 
shape of inter-social, inter-provincial and inter-communal 
topics. It has been an unfortunate phenomenon that whenever 
this land of ours has faced any serious crisis there have often 
shot up in our public life a large number of schools of thought, 
not only conflicting in their opinions but invariably anta- 
gonistic to each other, with the result that in the midst of the 
tumultuous clash of interests the very problem on which the 
whole pivot of our public life revolved, has invariably been 
pushed aside and left India’s millions helpless. 

In an age of faction, partisanship, personal rancour, and 
communal animosity healthy criticisms are rarely to be found 
. either in the press or on the public platform or in private 
circles. Misrepresentations, misinterpretations and vilifica- 
tions are not rare. Respective groups in justification of 
their conflicting standpoints not only cloud the issues but do 
not hesitate to throw mud at each other. In such an atmosphere 
a dispassionate study becomes difficult. 

In order to put the true facts before those in search of 
truth, I am presenting a collection of the correspondence which 
took place between Mr. M. A. Jinnah, President, All-India 
Muslim League on the one hand, and several of our contem- 
porary leaders on the other. The correspondence speaks for 
itself, I have no comments to make except that I would ask 
the reader in the words of Bacon : — 

— “ Read not to contradict and confute, nor to believe 
and take for granted, nor to find talk and discourse but to 
weigh and consider.” 

Bombay, 

January, 1944'. 


SYED SHAR1FUDDIN PEERZADA. 
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LEADERS' CORRESPONDENCE 
WITH MR. JINNAH 

From M. A. Jinnah Esq., m.l.a., President, All*- 
India Muslim League. 

New Delhi, November 5th, 1939. 
Dear Lord Linlithgow, 

I wish to thank you for giving me the interview on> 
the 4th of November as you had promised in your letter 
of the 28th of October wherein you stated that you will 
be glad at some suitable moment to endeavour further 
to elucidate any points that there may be in doubt as 
desired by the resolution of the Working Committee of 
the All-India Muslim League of the 22nd of October. 

In my interview with you on the 4th of November 
die subject was fully discussed and now, as desired by 
Your Excellency, I am herewith submitting to you the- 
following points for your consideration and early 
reply : — 

(1) that as soon as circumstances may permit or 
immediately after the war the entire problem of 
India's future constitution, apart from the Gov- 
ernment of India Act, 1935, shaU be examined 
and reconsidered de novo j 
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(2) that no declaration shall, either in principle or 
otherwise, be made or any constitution be enacted 
by His Majesty’s Government or the Parliament 
without the approval and the consent of the two 
major communities of India, viz., the Mussal- 
mans and the Hindus ; 

(3) that His Majesty’s Government should try and 
meet all reasonable national demands of the 
Arabs in. Palestine ; 

(4) that the Indian troops will not be used outside 
India against any Muslim power *or country. 

I have already, in my interview, fully explained the 
reasons and the grounds in support of these points over 
and above of what is indicated in the statement of the 
18th of September and the resolution of the 22nd of 
October of the Working Committee of the AlUndia 
Muslim League, copies of which have already been sent 
to Your Excellency. 

There is one more point which was mentioned in 
the statement of the Working Committee of the 18th of 
September, viz., the question of securing justice and 
{airplay to the Mussalmans in the Congress-governed 
Provinces where even their elementary rights were being 
ruthlessly trampled upon ; but as the Congress Ministries 
have gone out of office I do not desiffe to say anything 
regarding this matter at present 
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May 1 inform Your Excellency that I arp leaving 
for Bomfaay tomorrow morning. 

Yours sincerely, 
M. A. Jinnah. 


To M. A. Jinnah, Esq., m.l.a., President, All-India 
Muslim League. 

The Viceroy’s House, Hew Delhi, 
November 7th, 1939. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

Many thanks for your letter of 5th November. I 
fully appreciate the importance of the points which you 
raise and I will not fail to let you have as early a reply 
as practicable. 

Yours sincerely, 
Linlithgow, 

From M. A. Jinnah, Esq., m.l.a., President, All- 
India Muslim League. 

Bombay, November 18th, 1939. 

Dear Lord Linlithgow, 

Thank you for your letter of the 7th November 
1939. Since the receipt of your letter I have been pressed 
with inquiries from different parts of the country as to 
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how and where we stand. Would you, therefore, mind! 
if I were to publish my letter to Your Excellency, dated! 
the 5th November and your letter under reply. 

Yours sincerely, 

M. A. Jinnah.. 

To M. A. Jinnah, Esq., m.l.a., President, All- 
India Muslim League. 

Viceroy’s Camp , 
November 26th , 1939.- 
27 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

Thank you for your letter of the 18th November. F 
quite understand your anxiety to publish your letter to- 
me of the 5th November and my acknowledgment of it.. 
I should welcome it if you could postpone publication- 
for, say, another ten days, as I am anxious that the 
interval between publication by you and my reply 
(which naturally must take some little time to prepare* 
as I have to consult His Majesty’s Government) should 
be as short as possible. But if you feel that it is essen- 
tial for you to publish without waiting so long, I cam 
raise no objection, though I would ask you to be kind! 
enough to let me know in advance the date you contem- 
plate. 

Yours sincerely, 
Linlithgow. 
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TELEGRAM 
From Mr. Jinnah, Bombay. 

To Lord Linlithgow, New Delhi. 

Dated the 2 9th November 1939. 

Hope my letter eighteenth has reached your Excel* 
lency am waiting for reply as soon as possible. 

TELEGRAM 

M. A. Jinnah, Esq. 

Little Gibbs Road, 
Malabar Hill, Bombay, 

29th November, 1939. 

Many thanks for your telegram of today. I hope 
-you will by now have received my letter of 27th’ 
^November posted from Bahawalpur — Viceroy. 


To M. A. Jinnah, Esq., m.l.a., President, All- 
India Muslim League. 

Viceroy’s Camp, India, 
Calcutta, December 23rd, 1939. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

I am now in a position to reply to your letter of 
!November 5th, in which you submitted certain points 
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for my consideration. Yon will, I am sure, appreciate* 
that more, than one of your questions, if considered in 
die light of all the implications involved in it, would raise 
issues affecting other communities in India, and that this- 
correspondence between us would not be an appropriate 
medium for making pronouncements on them. But I 
hope that my answers, limited though their scope may be 
by this consideration, will none-the-less serve to remove- 
your difficulties. 

2. My answer to your first question is that the 
declaration I made with the approval of His Majesty’s- 
Government on October 18th last does not exclude exami- 
nation of any part either of the Act of 1935 or of the- 
policy and plans on which it is based. 

3. With reference to your second point, I cam 
assure you that His Majesty’s Government are not under 
any misapprehension as to the importance of the content- 
ment of the Muslim community to the stability and 
success of any constitutional developments in India. 
You need therefore have no fear that the weight which 
your community’s position in India necessarily gives 
their views will be understood. 

4. In framing their policy for Palestine, His* 
Majesty’s Government have endeavoured to meet all 
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reasonable Arab demands, and they continue to be fully 
alive to the importance of that issue. 

5. Finally you asked for an assurance that Indian; 
troops will not be used outside India against any Muslim 
power or country. This question is fortunately hypothe- 
tical, since His Majesty is not at war with any Muslim 
power. You will appreciate, however, that it is impos- 
sible to give a guarantee in terms so wide as those of 
your letter, which would have the effect of limiting 
India’s right to use its own army in its own defence in 
circumstances which cannot now be foreseen ; in the 
present situation, however, as you are aware, every 
precaution has been taken by His Majesty’s Government 
at the instance of the Government of India to ensure 
that Muslim feeling in India on this matter is fully 
respected. 

Yours sincerely, 
Linlithgow. 

10, Aurangzeb Road, 
New Delhi , 6th February, 1940. 

Dear Lord Linlithgow, 

I am herewith sending a copy of the Working 
Committee’s resolution passed on the 3rd of February, 
1940, regarding the correspondence that has passed 
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'between Your Excellency and myself for your consi- 
deration. 

Yours sincerely, 

M. A. Jinnah. 
To 

H. E. Lord Linlithgow, 

Viceroy and Governor-General of India, 

New Delhi. 

Passed at the meeting of the Working Committee 
•of the All-India Muslim League held at Gul-i-Raana, 
Hardinge Avenue, New Delhi, on the 3rd and 4th of 
February, 1940, under the Presidentship of Mr. M. A. 
Jinnah. 

HESOLUTION NO. 1 : 

The Working Committee of the All-India Muslim 
League considered the correspondence that has passed 
between Mr. Jinnah, the President, and His Excellency 
the Viceroy, ending with his final reply dated 23rd 
December 1939. The Committee is of the opinion that 
the reply of His Excellency is not satisfactory as certain 
important points still require further clarification and 
•elucidation. The Committee therefore, empowers the 
President to place the views of the Working Committee 
before His Excellency and request him to reconsider 
the matter regarding the assurances asked for in the 
lesolution of the Working Committee dated the 18th of 
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September and the 22nd of October, 1939, and thereby 
remove all doubts and apprehensions from the mind 
of Muslim India. 


New Delhi, February 23rd, 1940. 
Dear Lord Linlithgow, 

I placed the whole correspondence that had passed 
between Your Excellency and myself, ending with your 
letter dated December 23, 1939, before the meeting of 
the Working Committee of the All-India Muslim League 
•on February, 3, 1940. 

As was desired by Your Excellency in our conver- 
sation on February 6, I now beg to state briefly the 
views of the Working Committee, which are as follows: — 

The Working Committee appreciate the clarification 
made by Your Excellency regarding the first point and 
Are glad to note that the declaration made by Your 
Excellency, with the approval of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, on October 18, 1939, does not exclude the exami- 
nation of any part either of the Act of 1935 or of the 
•policy and plans on which it is based. 

As regards the second point, the Working Com- 
mittee do not feel satisfied as the request made for a 
definite assurance has not been met,' namely, that no 
•declaration should, either in principle or otherwise, be 
made or any constitution be enforced by HU Majesty's 
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Government or enacted by Parliament without the 

I 

approval and consent of the Mussalmans of India. We 
recognise Your Excellency’s assurance when you state- 
“ His Majesty’s Government are not under any misap- 
prehension as to the importance of the contentment of 
the Muslim community to the stability and success of 
any constitutional development in India. You need, 
therefore, have no fear that the weight which your 
community’s position in India necessarily gives their 
views, will be underrated.” But, I regret to say, this 
does not meet the point raised by the Muslim League, 
because it still leaves the position of the ninety million 
Mussalmans of India only in the region of consultation 
and counsel, and vests the final decision in the hands of 
Great Britain to determine the fate and future of Muslim 
India. We regret that we cannot accept this position. 

As to the policy for Palestine, the Working Com- 
mittee of the All-India Muslim League wish to impress 
upon His Majesty’s Government that a solution should 
be found to the satisfaction of the Arabs. The Com- 
mittee are glad to note, as Your Excellency states, that 
His Majesty’s Government have endeavoured to meet 
all reasonable Arab demands, and they continue to be 
fully alive to that issue. But the eyes of the Muslim- 
world are watching the situation keenly and a definite- 
solution should be found without delay. 
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With regard to the use of Indian troops against 
any Muslim Power or country, the Committee feel that 
Your Excellency has misunderstood the position. When 
we asked for an assurance that Indian troops' will not 
be used outside India against any Muslim Power or 
country, it was not intended that they shall not be used 
for the defence of the country in case of an attack on, 
or aggression against India. While we thank Your 
Excellency for informing us that every precaution has 
been taken by His Majesty’s Government, at the instance 
of the Government of India, to insure that Muslim 
feeling in India on this matter is fully respected we feel 
that further clarification of the position is necessary. 

It is required of the Muslim League to give 
assurance of wholehearted co-operation and active sup- 
port on behalf of the Mussalmans of India to the British 
Government for the purpose of prosecution of the war. 
The Committee are of opinion that before doing that they 
must feel confident that the future of the Mussalmans 
of India is not left in the region of uncertainty or doubt- 
ful possibility. Consequently, we do not consider it 
unreasonable on our part to ask for a definite assurance 
that no. commitments will be made with regard to the 
future constitution of India or any interim settlement 
with any other party without our approval and consent. 
If His Majesty’s Government are prepared to treat the- 
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leadership of the Mussalmans as a responsible body, 
then they must be trusted, especially where the question 
•of determining their own future is concerned. 

We are. constrained to state that Your Excellency 
is unnecessarily over-anxious about the interests of other 
-communities. It has never been our desire unjustly to 
harm any community* The issues that have been raised 
by us are due to apprehensions that the British Govern- 
ment may be stampeded by other powerful organisations 
in the country into adopting a course or agreeing to a 
settlement in the matter of India’s constitution which 
may prove not only highly detrimental to the interests 
-of the Mussalmans but may be disastrous for them. 

As regards Palestine and the use of Indian troops, 
our demands, as explained by me above, cannot in any 
way prejudice the interests of any other community. 
It is not possible in a letter of this kind to state fully 
the various reasons and details ; but, if Your Excellency 
«o desires, I shall be very glad to place the views of 
the Committee before you in fuller details at an early 
-date,' whenever Your Excellency finds it convenient. 

Yours sincerely, 
M. A. JlNNAH. 



IflTH MR. J1NNAH 


lfr 


H. E. the Viceroy’s letter to Mr. Jinnah, 

Dated, April 19 ; 1940- 

Dear Mr. Jinnab, 

I was glad to gather from your letter of February 
24, that my letter to you of December 23 had removed' 
some of the doubts, which had been felt by the All-India 
Muslim League. I do not read your letter as indicating 
that the Working Committee of the League expects any- 
thing further from me in your points— the scope of the 
examination of the constitutional position to follow war 
and the policy in Palestine. 

You ask. however, for further clarification of the ■ 
position in regard to the use of Indian troops against 
Muslim Powers or countries, while explaining, as I note 
and appreciate, that you had no intention of attempting 
to circumscribe their use in defending India against 
attack or aggression. I presume that you do not expect 
a guarantee, which it would obviously be impossible to- 
give, binding us in future contingencies which no one 
can foresee. But you need have no fear that if at any 
time such a contingency arose the consideration under- 
lying your suggestion would he overlooked. Fortunately,, 
however, so far as the present situation is concerned, 
His Majesty’s Government are in friendly and sympa- 
thetic relations with all Muslim Powers to some of 
whom indeed they are bound by alliance, while with the 
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rest they are on terms of most cordial friendship. 

You represent that your second point was not felt 
by the Working Committee to be adequately met by 
the terms of my letter. You have no doubt noticed the 
passage in the Secretary of State’s speech on April 18 
in which he used these words : 

“ But that does not mean that the future constitution 
of India is to be a constitution dictated by the Govern- 
men and Parliament of this country against the wishes 
of the Indian people. The undertaking given by His 
Majesty’s Government to examine the constitutional field 
in consultation with representatives of all parties and 
interests in India connotes not dictation but negotiation. 
Admittedly a substantial measure of agreement amongst 
the communities in India is essential if the vision of a 
united India, which has inspired the labours of so many 
Indians and Englishmen, is to become a reality ; for I 
•cannot believe that any Government or Parliament in 
this country would attempt to impose by force upon, for 
-example, 80 million Muslim subjects of His Majesty in 
India, a form of constitution under which they would 
not live peacefully and contentedly.” 

This statement, I am sure you will agree, has 
‘removed any possible doubts on this point 

Yours sineerely, 
Linlithgow. 
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Mr. Jinnah’s letter. 

Dated, Matheran, May 18. 1940. 
Dear Lord Linlithgow, 

I am in receipt of your letter of April 19, 1940, 
and I thank you for it. I hope you will excuse me for 
die delay in replying to it before now, as I Was uncertain 
as to what course I should adopt in the matter, especially 
as the appointment of die personnel of the Working 
Committee was pending ; but I now beg to inform you 
that I propose to place the matter before the Working 
Committee constituted for the ensuing year for their 
■consideration and will communicate their views to Your 
Dxcellency as soon as possible. 

Yours sincerely, 

M. A. JlNNAH. 

Mr. Jinnah’s letter. 

Dated, Bombay, June 17, 1940. 
Dear Lord Linlithgow, 

I am enclosing herewith a copy of die resolution 
passed by the Working Committee on June 16, at its 
sitting in Bombay, and if you desire to discuss it further 
or require my presence I shall he glad to meet you. 

Yours sincerely, 
M. A. Jinnah. 
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Proceedings of the meeting of the Working Com- 
mittee of the All-India Muslim League held on June 15, 
16 and 17, 1940 at Bombay : — 

Resolved : The Working Committee of the AlUndia 
Muslim League, while being of the opinion that further 
clarification contained in the letter of His Excellency the 
Viceroy, dated April 19, 1940, with regard to the 
assurances asked for by the All-India Muslim League 
is not satisfactory, endorses the following from the 
statement issued by the President, Mr. M. A. Jinnah, 
on May 27, 1940 : 

“ Up to the present moment, we have not created' 
any difficulty nor have we embarrassed the British Gov- 
ernment in the prosecution of the wait The provinces 
where the Muslim League has a dominant voice have 
been left free to co-operate with the British Government, 
pending their consideration with regard to the assurances 
we have asked for, and in particular that the British 
Government should make no declaration regarding the 
future constitutional problems of India and the vital 
issues that have been raised in that connection without 
our approval and consent. 

“ Nevertheless, without prejudice to die adjustment 
of the larger issues later on, we were even willing, as far 
back as November last, to consider die proposal of die 
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Viceroy to bring about an honourable and t workable 
adjustment in the provincial field, which would have 
been followed up with our representatives being appoint* 
ed to the Executive Council of the Central Government 
to the extent permissible within the framework of the 
present constitution and exitsing law. But this proposal 
was summarily rejected by Mr. Gandhi and the 
Congress. 

“ A similar attempt was again made by His Excel* 
lency early in February, which met with the same fate. 
Since then it seems that the Viceroy has been waiting, 
for the Congress to pass its word. 

“With regard to Mr. Amery’s statement and the 
broadcast appeal of His Excellency the Viceroy, may I 
say that it is up to the British Government to show trust 
in Muslim leadership. There are many ways of doing 
so — and, as confident friends seek our wholehearted co- 
operation, we shall not fail.” 

The Working Committee looks with alarm at the 
growing menace of Nazi aggression which has been most 
ruthlessly depriving one nation after another of its 
liberty and freedom and regards the unprovoked attack 
by the Italian Government against the Allies as most 
unwarranted and immoral at a time when France was 
engaged in a brave struggle against very heavy odds. 

2 
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Hie 'grave world situation demands serious efforts 
Iso the part of every Indian for the defence of his country, 
and the Working Committee calls upon the Government 
of India to prepare the country in an organised manner 
to meet every eventuality. The Committee is constrained 
to state that the proposals for the Defence of India 
indicated in the statement of Their Excellencies the 
Viceroy and the Commander-in-Chief, as well as the 
statements of some provincial Governors, are wholly 
inadequate to meet the urgent requirements of the situa- 
tion. The Committee, therefore, authorises its President 
to enter into communication with His Excellency the 
Viceroy with a view to exploring the possibility of devis- 
ing prompt and effective measures to mobilise the 
country’s resources for the purpose of intensifying war 
efforts and the defence of India. 

The Committee is of the view that, unless a satis- 
factory basis for close co-operation is agreed upon on 
an Alltlndia basis and not province-wise between the 
Government and the Muslim League and such ether 
parties as are willing to undertake the responsibility for 
the defence of the country in' the face of imminent 
danger, the real purpose and objective will not be served 
and achieved. The Working Committee is of the opinion 
that, in view of the immediate grave danger that is facing 
die country, real purpose will not be served by die 
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Mussalmans and others merely joining the •proposed 
provincial and district war committees with their present 
scope and functions. 

Mr. Jinnah’s letter. 

Dated, Simla, July 1, 1940. 

Dear Mr. Laithwaite, 

I am enclosing herewith a rough note of the points 
1 discussed with him on June 27, 1940, in the course 
•of my interview. 

Yours sincerely, 

M. A. Jinnah. 

Note : That no pronouncement or statement should 
Ibe made by His Majesty’s Government which would, in 
any way, militate against the basic and fundamental 
principles laid down by the Lahore resolution of division 
of India and creating Muslim States in the North-west 
and Eastern zones ; and it may be stated that that ideal 
now has become the universal faith of Muslim India. 

That His Majesty’s Government must give definite 
and categorical assurances to the Mussulmans of India 
that no interim or final scheme of constitution would 
he adopted by the British Government without the pre- 
vious approval of Muslim India. 

In view of the rapid developments in Europe and 
grave danger that is facing India, it is fully realised 
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that everything should be done that is possible to inten- 
sify war efforts and mobilise all the resources of India 
for her defence for the purpose of maintaining internal' 
security, peace and tranquillity, and to ward off external 
aggression. But this can only be achieved provided the 
British Government are ready and willing to associate* 
the Muslim leadership as equal partners in the Govern- 
ment both at the Centre and in all the provinces. In 
other words, Muslim India leadership must be fully 
trusted as equals, and have equal share in the authority 
and control of the Governments, Central and Provincial. 

Provisionally and during the period of the war 
the following steps should be taken to comply with the 
formula, namely, co-operation with the Government withi 
equal share in the authority of the Government. 

(A) That the Executive Council of the Viceroy 
should be enlarged, within the framework of the present 
constitutional existing law, the additional number to 
be settled by further discussions, but it being understood 
thpt the Muslim representation must be equal to that of 
the Hindus if the Congress comes in, otherwise they 
should have the majority of the additional members, as 
it is obvious that the main burden and the responsibility 
will be borne by the Mussulmans in that case. 

(B) In the provinces where Section 93 has to* 
Operate, non-official advisers should be appointed, the* 
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number to be fixed after further discussion, and the 
majority of the non-official advisers should be the repre- 
sentatives of Mussabnans ; and where the provinces can 
be run by combination of parties or ‘ coalition natur- 
ally it would be for the parties concerned to adjust 
matters by agreement among themselves. 

(C) There should be a War Council consisting 
•of not less than fifteen members, including the President, 
to be presided over by His Excellency the Viceroy. I 
•don’t like the expression “ War Consultative Committee.” 
'This Council ‘should regularly meet to deal with, any 
review, the general situation as it may develop from time 
to time, and advise the Government with regard to 
matters in connection with the prosecution of the war 
•generally, and in particular, the fullest development of 
the defence possible, and finance, and to make a thorough 
•economic and industrial drive. In this body it will not 
be difficult to secure the representation and full co- 
operation of the Indian Princes, and as far as I can 
judge, they would have no difficulty in joining it It is 
through this body that the association of the Princes can 
be secured. Here again, the representation of Muslim 
India must be equal to that of the Hindus if the Congress 
-comes in, otherwise they should have the majority. 

Finally, the representatives of die Mussalmans on 
the proposed War Council and die Executive Council 
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ol die Governor-General, and the additional non-official 
{advisers of the Governors, should be chosen by the 
Muslim League. 

H. E. the Viceroy’s letter to Mr. Jinnah. 

Simla, July 6, 1940. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

I am much obliged for the private and personal 
memorandum headed “ tentative proposal ” which you 
Were kind enough to send me in your letter to my Private 
Secretary on July 1. I note the points token in para- 
graph one of that memorandum, and in the first sentence 
of paragraph two, both of which you emphasised in our 
recent conversation. I welcome also the amplification, 
as putting me in fuller possession of your mind, of that 
conversation represented by the balance of your letter. 
But certain of the points suggest that there may be some 
slight misapprehension, which you will, I think, agree 
that it would be desirable that I should clear without 
delay. 

As regards the expansion of my Executive Council, 
this would, as you rightly observe in your memorandum, 
be within the existing constitutional scheme. In other 
words, any Council so expanded would co-operate as a 
whole and as a single Government of India. It is not a 
case of striking a balance between the different interest* 
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or of preserving the proportions between the important 
parties. As you yourself indicated in the course of our 
conversation, there are parties other than either Congress 
or the Muslim League who may fairly claim to be 
considered for inclusion, and there is a very definite 
limit of numbers to any possible expansion. 

At the same time I really accept the importance, 
in the event of any expansion, of securing adequate 
representation of Muslim interests, and that is a point 
which I would bear in mind. There is, however, as you 
will see from my explanation, no question of responsi- 
bility falling in greater or less degree on any particular 
section. Responsibility will be that of the Governor- 
General-in-Council as a whole. Again, it will be clear 
that under the existing law and practice it must remain 
with the Secretary of State, in consultation with the 
Governor-General’s Executive Council, and such persons 
cannot be the nominees of political parties, however 
important ; though it may, of course, be assumed that 
both the Secretary of State and the Governor-General 
Would, in all cases, do their utmost to select persons from 
the various sections of the community. 

I neejd not remind you that under law the whole 
responsibility for Government in section 93 provinces 
vests exclusively in the Governor, although a Governor 
can, of course, take advantage of the assistance of any 
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advisers he may appoint. Whether, and if so at what 
point and* in what strength, non-official advisers from 
political parties should be appointed in provinces under 
section 93 administration, in the event of an expansion 
of the Governor-General’s Council, would clearly call 
for consideration in the light of circumstances of each 
province. You will, I think, agree with me also that the 
importance of the community from which advisers are 
drawn in a particular province has a direct bearing. 

Your idea for a War Council is, in my view, well 
worth while considering, though details would have to be 
worked out. Here again there are, of course, many 
parties to be considered other than the Muslim League 
or Congress. 

As regards section III of your memorandum, I 
ought, I think, to make it clear that it would be consti- 
tutionally impossible for the choice of Muslim gentle- 
men to be appointed to any expanded Executive Council 
or as non-official advisers to rest with the Muslim League. 
But In the contingency envisaged you need not fear that 
any suggestions you may put forward would not receive 
full consideration. 

Let me in conclusion thank you again for your very 
dear and valuable memorandum. I realise, of course, 
fujly that it is not merely private and personal, but that, 
£0 your own words, it embodies a tentative proposal. 
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I am sure that you will agree with me that it is well that 
there should be no misunderstanding on the important 
points on which I have touched above. 

Yours sincerely, 
Linlithgow. 


Mr. Jinnah’s letter. 

Bombay, July 17, 1940. 

Dear Lord Linlithgow, 

I am in receipt of your letter of July 6, 1940, and 
thank you for it. 

As regards the constitutional and legal position 
that you have been good enough to point out to me in 
•connection with the expansion of the Executive Council, 
and also with regard to the appointment of advisers to 
the Governor and the position of the Governor, working 
under Section 93 I fully appreciate it. 

I am glad that the idea of constituting a War Coun- 
cil, in your opinion, is well worthwhile considering. 
No doubt the details would have to be worked out. But 
I do not think there is anything in my memorandum 
which cannot be given effect to by way of convention 
.and, if the Secretary of State and yourself meet us in 
the spirit of trust and co-operation, the legal and cons- 
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titutional formalities can be met and complied with. 
What is required is the spirit of complete understanding. 

I am, however, grateful to you for yout assurance 
in paragraph five of your letter, with regard to the choice 
of Muslim gentlemen to be appointed to the Executive 
Council or as non-official advisers, which runs as fol- 
lows : “ But in the contingency envisaged you need not 
fear that any suggestion you may put forward would not 
receive full consideration.” On my part, I hope that 
I shall meet you in every reasonable way possible. 

Yours sincerely, 

M. A. Jinnah. 

H. E. the Viceroy’s letter to Mr. Jiqnah en route- 
to Poona. 

August 5, 1940. 


Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

I have had the advantage of recent discussion with 
you in regard to the general political situation in India, 
and I have reported our conversations on that matter to* 
His Majesty’s Government, with whom also I have been 
in consultation a? to the desirability of some further 
statement designed to remove misunderstandings and 
further to clarify their intentions in the constitutional 
field. I am glad to say that I have now been authorised 
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to make the statement of which I enclose a copy. It 
will be published in the morning papers of* Thursday 
August 8, and I would ask you to treat it as entirely 
secret and for your personal information until then. 

As you will see His Majesty’s Government have- 
authorised me to invite a certain number of represen- 
tative Indians to join my Executive Council, and they 
have authorised me further to establish a War Advisory 
Council which would meet at regular intervals and which 
would contain representatives of the Indian States and 1 
of other interests in the national life of India as a whole. 
I trust sincerely that you and the organisation of which 
you are the President will be prepared to join with me in* 
the Central Government and in the War Advisory Coun- 
cil ; and I would greatly appreciate it if you are able to- 
let-me have a reply by August 21 at the latest. I would 
hope to have an opportunity of conversation with you in. 
Bombay on August 13, and I suggest that this would be 
a convenient opportunity to clear the ground for your 
formal reply. I would only add that I am anxious that 
the names of the expanded Executive Council should' 



War Advisory Council by the middle of September at 
the latest and if possible earlier than that date. 


Yours sincerely, 
Linlithgow- 
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Letter from H. E. the Viceroy to Mr. Jinnah. 

Dated August 14, 1940. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

I think it may be convenient for you to have in 
writing the information on the points below which I 
gave you in our conversation today. I informed you in 
that conversation first that my statement clearly safe- 
guarded the Muslim position in relation to future consti- 
tutional development : secondly, that I equally provided 
a basis on which the Muslims could, if they so desired, 
-co-operate at the Centre. As I explained to you in our 
•earlier conversation, I cannot yet take up the issue of 
the provinces : but I do not contemplate non-official 
■advisers at any rate at this stage. 

You asked me the probable strength of the expanded 
Executive Council I cannot, for reasons which you will 
appreciate, yet indicate a precise figure, but the total 
strength of the Council will be likely to be in the neigh- 
bourhood of 11. If, as I trust, the Muslim League are 
prepared to accept my invitation, I would like you to 
let me have a panel of names, say four, with a view to 
my selecting two from it for appointment to my Council. 
As I have already made clear to you, Sir Zafrulla Khan, 
if he remains in my Council, will not count against this 
figure. It is clearly impossible until the discussions on 
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which I am at present engaged are complete to indicate 
precisely what would be the parties represented in the 
expanded Council. 

The strength and composition of the War Advisory 
Council can clearly only be fixed after the expansion of 
the Executive Council is complete. Here, too, I should 
be grateful if you would be good enough to let me have 
a panel of names for my consideration on the assumption 
that there would probably be, say, five Muslim League 
representatives out of a total of something in the neigh- 
bourhood of 20. 

As you will appreciate, I am very anxious to take 
very early decisions in these matters and to reach finality 
as regards the personnel of the expanded Executive 
Council and of the Advisory Council at as early a date 
as possible, and I hope that you will be able to assist me 
by letting me have a very early reply. 

There is, of course, no objection whatever to your 
communicating the information above to your colleagues 
confidentially, but I should be grateful if any publicity 
could be avoided for the present. 


Yours sincely, 
Linlithgow- 
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H. E, the Viceroy’s letter. 

Dated Simla, September 25, 1940. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

I duly received the resolutions of the Working 
•Committee of the Muslim League passed at their meet* 
ings in Bombay, on September 2. 

1 have, I think, made the general position perfectly 
•clear in the course of our conversation, and it is unneces- 
sary for me to enter into further detail about it here. As 
regards certain specific matters, I would, however, put 
•on record that I explained ta you the constitutional 
reasons which make it essential that the choice of mem- 
bers of the Governor-General’s Executive Council must 
rest exclusively with the Governor-General and the 
■Secretary of State, with whom it must rest to tender 
advice in this matter to His Majesty. I appreciate, how- 
-ever, the difficulties which, you made it clear to me, 
confronted you in connection with the formation of the 
panel which I had earlier suggested to you, and in the 
light of our discussion I am content that the selection of 
representatives, while resting with the Governor-General, 
should be based, in the case of the Muslim League (and, 
should they so desire, of the other parties to be repre- 
sented in my Council) not on a panel formally submitted, 
but on confidential discussion between the leader of the 
party concerned and myself. 
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I have also indicated the impracticability, of a final 
decision as to the total strength of the expanded Council 
or as to the allocation of portfolios (a matter which 
must, of course, rest entirely with the Governor 'General) 
until the replies of all those who may be invited to serve 
have been received. But I have made clear to you (as 
1 have also to the leaders of the other parties whom I 
have recently seen) my attitude on both those issues. 

The general position of His Majesty’s Government 
had been made clear in my statement of August 8 and 
in the Secretary of State’s speech in the House of Com* 
mons on August 15, it is that His Majesty’s Government 
regard the expansion of my Council and the constitution 
•of a War Advisory Council as steps of the first import- 
ance in terms of the association of Indian public opinion 
with the conduct of the war by the Central Government 
and of the constitutional machinery of the Government 
of India pending the post-war investigations, the machil 
nery for which has been indicated in my statement and 
in Mr. Amery’s speech. His Majesty's Government 
sincerely trust that the Muslim League, like the other 
parties and interests which they have invited to join die 
expanded Council and to participate in die War Advisory 
Council, will respond to that invitation. Their collabo- 
ration in both those bodies will, of course, be entirely 
without prejudice to the consideration and decision after 
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the conclusion of the war, and on the basis already indi- 
cated in my statement, of the main constitutional issue. 
But His Majesty’s Government trust and anticipate that 
they and the other parties who are represented in the 
expanded Council and the War Advisory Council will 
welcome the opportunity offered to them of influencing 
the cause of public affairs in the immensely important 
period which lies ahead, and, in so doing, will, in the 
working throughout the period of the war of those bodies, 
find a basis for that general co-operation, with full 
regard to the interests of all concerned, on which the 
post-war constitution foreshadowed in my statement and 
in the Secretary of State’s speech can be built. 

Yours sincerely, 
Linlithgow. 


Mr. Jinnah’s letter. 

New Delhi, September 26, 1940. 

* 

Dear Lord Linlithgow, 

I am in receipt of your letter of September 25, 
1940, in reply to the resolution of the Working Com- 
mittee of the All-India Muslim J^eague on September 2, 
which was despatched to you with my covering letter of 
September 5. 
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I shall place the matter before the Committee on 
September 28, and let you have the reply as soon as 
possible. 

Yours sincerely, 

M. A. Jinnah. 

H. E. the Viceroy’s letter. 

Dated, Simla, September 25, 1940 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

You asked me yesterday to let you have a formal 
reply before you left for Delhi to the resolutions which 
you were kind enough to send me earlier this month, 
and I accordingly send you a formal letter herewith. 
I have given the most careful consideration since we 
parted last night as to whether I could devise any form 
of words such as you mentioned to me which would 
meet the purpose which you had in view. I warned you, 
as you will remember, that I anticipated the greatest 
difficulty in doing so, and I am bound to confess with 
regret that I have in fact after the most careful thought 
found it impracticable. But, knowing your mind as I 
do, I have endeavoured in the last paragraph of my 
formal letter sent herewith to do what I could to make 
die general position clear, and I hope that that may be 
of assistance to you. I trust that in die light of our 
talks you will now be able to let me have a definite 
decision mice your meeting at Delhi is over, and 1 trust 

3 
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that that decision may be a favourable one ; for matters 
have now' reached a stage at which it is essential that a 
definite conclusion should be reached. 

Yours sincerely, 
Linlithgow. 

Mr. Jinnah’s letter. 

Dated New Delhi, September 26, 1940. 
Dear Lord Linlithgow, 

I thank you for your letter of September 25 and I 
extremely regret that you are unable to meet me on the 
point which I raised during the course of our conver- 
sation on die 24th, though in the course of the discussions 
you appreciated and recognised that it was a vital point 
so far as the Muslim League was concerned, namely, 
that in the event of any other party deciding later on 
to be associated with your Executive Council to assist 
in the prosecution of war it should be allowed to do so 
on terms that may be approved of and consented to by 
the Muslim League party, as we were entering into, so 
to say, a “ war contract ”. 

I thank you for your endeavour in the last para- 
graph of your formal letter to do what you could to 
make the general position clear, but, I am afraid, it 
does not meet the point raised by me and I cannot 
derive much assistance from it. 

Yours sincerely, 
M. A. Jinnah. 
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Mr. M. A. Jinnah sent Mr. B. G. Kher with a 
■special message to Gandbiji about Hindu-Muslim 
Unity. Mr. Kher saw Gandhiji at Tithal. As a result 
•of their conversation Gandhiji addressed the following 
better to Mr. Jinnah from Tithal : 



Tithal, May 22, 1937. 


Kher has given me your message. I wish I could 
•do something but I am utterly helpless. My faith in 
Unity is as bright as ever ; only 1 see no daylight out 
•of the impenetrable darkness, and in such distress I 
•cry out to God for light. 


Yours sincerely, 
M. K. Gandhi. 


Letter from Mr. Gandhi to Mr. Jinnah. 

Dated Segaon, October 19, 1937. 

I carefully went through your speech at Lucknow, 
•and I felt deeply hurt over your misunderstanding of 
my attitude. My letter was in answer to a specially 
private message you had sent to me. It represented my 
•deepest feffing. The letter was purely personal, were 
■ you right in using it as you did ? 
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“As I read it, the whole of your speech is a declara- 
tion of war. Only, I had hoped you would reserve- 
poor me as a bridge between the two. I see that you’ 
want no bridge. I am sorry. It lakes two to make a 
quarrel. You won’t find me one, even if I cannot become- 
a peace-maker. 

“ This is not for publication, unless you desire it.. 
It is written in all good faith and out of an anguished 
heart.” 

Letter from Mr. Jinnah to Mr. Gandhi. 

Dated Bombay, November 5, 1937.. 

“I am of opinion that I was fully justified in 
publishing your letter from Teethal last May ; I am 
of opinion that I was fully justified in doing so ; but 
your letter means something different from what I 
understand it to mean. Surely it was open to you to 
offer your explanation to the public. The letter was- 
not marked as it is usual to do so when its publication 
is not desired by the writer, and my message to you was 
not private. Even now you do not indicate how I have- 
misunderstood your attitude or the contents of that 
letter. 

“ I am sorry you think my speech at Lucknow is 
declaration of war. It is purely in self-defence. Kindly 
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read it again and try and understand it. Evidently you 
have not been following the course of events of the 
last twelve months. 

“As to reserving you as a ‘bridge.’ and ‘peace- 
maker ’, don’t you think your complete silence for all 
these months has identified you with the Congress- 
leadership, although I know that you are not even a 
four-anna member of that body. 

“ I regret to say that I find nothing definite or any 
constructive proposal in your letter under reply, except 
that it is written in all good faith and out of an anguish- 
ed heart which I reciprocate."’ 

Letter from Mr. Gandhi to Mr. Jinnah. 

Dated Segaon, February 3, 1938. 

“Pandit Nehru told me yesterday that you were 
complaining to the Maulana Sahib about the absence of 
any reply from me to your letter of November 5 in 
reply to mine of October 19. The letter was received 
by me when I was pronounced by the doctors to be 
seriously ill in Calcutta. The letter was shown to me 
three days after its receipt. Had I thought it necessarily 
called for a reply, even though I was ill I would have 
sent one. I have re-read the letter. I still think that 
there was nothing useful that I could have said in reply. 
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But, in a way, I am glad that you awaited a reply. 
Here it is. 

“ Mr. Kher told me definitely that he had a private 
message from you. He delivered it to me when I was 
alone. I could have sent you a verbal message in reply ; 
but, in order to give you a true picture of my mental 
state, I sent you the short note. There was nothing to 
hide in it ; but I did feel, as I still do, that the way 
in which you used it came upon me as a painful sur- 
prise. 

“You complain of my silence. The reason for 
my silence is literally and truly in my note. Believe 
me, the moment I can do something that can bring the 
two communities together nothing in the world can 
prevent me from so doing. 

“ You seem to deny that your speech was a decla- 
ration of war, but your later pronouncements too con- 
firm the first impression. How can I prove what is a 
matter of feeling ? In your speeches I miss the old 
nationalist. When in 1915.1 returned from the self- 
imposed exile in South Africa, everybody spoke of you 
as one of the staunchest of nationalists and the hope of 
both Hindus and Muslims. Are you still the same 
Mr. Jinnah ? If you say you are, in spite of your 
speeches, I shall accept your word. 
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“ Lastly, you want me to come forward with some 
proposal. What proposal can I make except to ask 
you on bended knees to be what I had thought you were. 
But the proposals, to form a basis of unity between the 
two communities ,has surely got to come from you. 

“ This is again not for publication, but for your 
•eyes. It is the cry of a friend, not of an opponent.” 

Letter from Mr. Jinnah to Mr. Gandhi. 

Dated New Delhi, February 15, 1938. 

“ 1 did not complain to the Maulana Sahib about 
the absence of any reply from you. I only mentioned 
the facts, as he was anxious that we two should meet. 
Anyhow, I am glad to hear from you. 

“My message to you through Mr. Kher, as I 
informed you in my last letter, was not private. It was 
■only when Mr. Kher went to see you at Wardha that 
I did say that he should not mention the matter to any 
•one except you and that if you yourself were inclined 
in the first instance to take up the matter, then it would 
be more than half the battle won. On his return to 
Bombay Mr. Kher told me that it was difficult for you 
to give a reply as you were restricted not- to disclose 
it to any one or consult anybody else. 



42 


LEADERS’ CORRESPONDENCE- 


Thereupon I said that it was not intended to be 
a secret and that he was free and you were free to put 
your heads together and let me know whether at that 
juncture you were inclined to take up this matter with' 
the powerful and overwhelming influence which you 
exercise over the Congress. 

“ Then he saw you again at Teethal and from that 
moment it ceased to be a private matter between two 
individuals ; and he brought me your reply in writing 
which I had to publish, because you know of the con- 
troversy between me and Babu Rajendra Prasad and 
Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru in the Press where it was 
sought to make out that I was putting every obstacle 
in the way of a Hindu-Muslim settlement. 

“As your letter was not marked confidential, I 
used it. Besides, what is wrong in my saying that I 
had approached you on my own accord and that was 
the reply I received from you. I cannot understand 
why you feel so much about it. 

“ You say that I complained of your silence. Well, 
I do. But you further proceed to say : ‘ Believe me 
the moment I can do something that can bring the two 
communities together, nothing in the world can prevent 
me from so doing.’ Now, what am 1 to gather from 
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this ? Am I right in interpreting that the moment is 
not come ? 

“With regard to your opinion that my speech at 
the Lucknow session and my later pronouncements, 
which you are pleased to call a declaration of war, I 
can only repeat that it is in self-defence. Evidently 
you are not acquainted with what is going on in the 
Congress press : The amount of vilification, misrepre- 
sentation and falsehood that is daily spread about me 
— otherwise, I am sure, you would not blame me. 

“ You say that when in 1915 you returned from 
South Africa everybody spoke of me as one of staunchest 
of nationlists and the hope of both the Hindus and Mus- 
lims, and you ask me a question, ‘ Are you still the same 
Jinnah ? ’ And proceed further to say, ‘ If you say 
you are, in spite of your speeches, I shall accept your 
word.’ And you say that in my speeches you miss the 
old nationalist. Do you think that you are justified in 
saying that ? I would not like to say what people spoke 
of you in 1915 and what they speak and think of you 
today. Nationalism is not the monopoly of any single 
individual, and in these days it is very difficult to define 
it ; but I don’t wish to pursue this line of controversy 
any further. 

“ You conclude by saying, ‘ Lastly you want me to- 
come forward with some proposal. What proposal can 
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I make except to ask you on landed knees to be what I 
had thought you were ; but the proposals, to form the 
basis of unity between the two communities, have surely 
got to come from you.’ I think you might have spared 
your appeal and need not have preached to me on your 
bended knees to be what you had thought I was. 

“As regards the formulation of proposals which 
would form the basis of unity, do you think that this 
can be done by correspondence. Surely you know as 
much as I do what are the fundamental points in dispute. 
In my opinion, it is as much up to you to suggest ways 
and means of tackling the problem. If you genuinely 
apd sincerely desire and you feel that the moment has 
■come for you to step in and with your position and in* 
flttence you are prepared to take the matter up earnestly, 
I will not fail to render all the assistance I can.” 

Letter from Mr. Gandhi to Mr. Jinnah. 

Dated Segaon, February 24,1938. 

u I have read your letter to Jawaharlal also I 
■observe that both the letters invite not written replies 
but a personal discussion. I do not know whether it 
will take place in the first instance between you and 
Jawaharlal or, now that Subhas Bose succeeds him, 
between you and the latter. If you desire that before this 
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there should be a talk between you and me, I would 
be delighted to see you in Segaon any time which is 
convenient to you before March 10, after which, if health 
permits, I might have to go to Bengal. So far as I am 
concenied, just as on the Hindu-Muslim question I was 
guided by Dr. Ansari, now that he is no more in our 
midst, I have accepted Maulana Abul Kalam Azad as 
my guide. My suggestion, therefore, to you is that 
conversation should be opened in the first instance as 
between you and the Maulana Sahib. But in every case 
regard me as at your disposal.” 

Letter from Mr. Jinnah to Mi. Gandhi. 

Dated New Delhi, March 3, 1938, 

“ In your letter 1 missed the note 6f response : 
First, whether you are of opinion that you see light now 
and the moment has come, and, secondly, if so, whether 
you are prepared to take the matter up in right earnest. 

“ I find that there is no change in your attitude and 
mentality when you say you would be guided by Maulana 
Abul Kalam Azad as Dr. Ansari is no more. If you 
pursue this line you will be repeating the same tragedy 
as you did when you expressed your helplessness because 
Dr. Ansafi, holding pronounced and die-hard views* 
did not agree, and you had to say that you were willing, 
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but what could you do. This happened, as you know, 
before you went to the Round Table Conference. 


“ At the Round Table Conference the tragedy was 
repeated .by you when you seemed to be willing to accept 
provisionally certain terms*: but you, there also, ex- 
pressed that you were helpless as the Hindus were un- 
willing and you, as a representative of the Congress, 
would have no objection if the Hindus and Muslims 
came to an agreement. 


“ We have reached a stage when no doubt should 
be left that you recognise the All-India Muslim League 
as the one authoritative and representative organisation 
of the Muslims of India and, on the other hand, you 
represent the Congress and other Hindus throughout the 
country. It is only on that basis that we can proceed 
further and devise a machinery of approach. 


“ Of course, I shall be glad to see you, although 
I shall be equally glad to see Pandit Jawaharlal or Mr. 
Bose as you may desire. The matter, as you know, 
will not be clinched without reference again to you by 
either of them. Therefore, I will prefer, to see you 
first. In any case, I am sorry to say that I cannot come 
to Segaon to see you before March 10. I have to go to 
Bombay and also I have fixed various other engage- 
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ments of my tour ; but we can fix up the time and place 
that may suit us both.” 

Letter from Mr. Gandhi to Mr. Jinnah. 

Dated Segaon, March 8. 

“Your letter revives painful memories. I will 
not discuss at this stage, at any rate, the various debat* 
able points raised in your letter. Suffice it to say that 
1 am at your disposal. If you cannot come to Segaon 
.and my health permits, I will gladly go to Bombay to 
meet you when you are there. At present I have to go 
to Bengal and then for a while to Orissa. This will 
take me through the whole of this month. The earliest, 
therefore, that we can meet will be in April. 

“ Two questions arising from your letter demand 
a reply. You ask me whether I have now seen the 
light. Much to my regret, I have to say, ‘No.’ If I 
had, I would proclaim the news from the house-tops ; 
but that limitation does not debar me from taking ad* 
vantage of the slightest opportunity of finding a way 
out of the present difficulty. 

“ You expect me to be able to speak on behalf of 
‘the Congress and other Hindus throughout the coun- 
try.’ I am afraid I cannot fulfil the test. I cannot 
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represent either the Congress or the Hindus in the sense- 
you mean ; but I would exert to the utmost all the moral’ 
influence I could have with them in order to secure an 
honourable settlement.” 

Letter from Mr. Jinnah to Mr. Gandhi. 

Dated New Delhi, March 17, 1938*. 

“ As you do not wish to discuss the various points 
mentioned in my letter and the two questions which you 
have answered are far from hopeful, I am helpless. 
However, as you say, ‘Suffice it to say that I am at 
your disposal,’ I gather, you would nevertheless like to- 
take advantage of the slightest opportunity of finding a 
way out of the present difficulty. In these circum- 
stances, I beg to inform you that I shall be glad to see 
you in Bombay some time in April as suggested by 


Letter from Mr. Gandhi to Mr. Jinnah. 

Dated Calcutta, March 24, 1938i- 

“ Many thanks for your note. As soon as I reachr 
Segaon I shall seek the first opportunity of waiting oir 
you in Bombay.” 
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Letter from Mr. Jinnah to Mr. Gandhi. 

Dated New Delhi, March 26, 1938, 

“ I thank you for your letter of March 24, 1938, 
and I shall be very glad to see you after my return 
from Calcutta about April 25, at Bombay.” 

Telegram from Mr. Gandhi to Mr. Jinnah. 

Dated Delhi, April 15, 1938, 

“ If on your return to Bombay you can break 
journey at Wardha for one day, you will spare me the 
strain of undertaking a journey to Bombay. I need 
some uninterrupted physical rest if possible. In any 
event, could Maulana Abul Kalam Azad accompany me 
at the interview ? Please wire to Wardha which place 
I am reaching tomorrow.” 

Telegram from Mr. Jinnah to Mr. Gandhi. 

Dated Calcutta, April 16, 1938, 

“ I am extremely sorry I am unable to change my 
programme now. I will receive you at Bombay on the 
25th or thereafter as arranged. I would prefer to see 
you alone.” 


4 
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Telegram from Mr. Gandhi to Mr. Jinnah. 

Dated Wardha, April 18, 1938. 

“Thanks. The 25th happens to be Monday. I 
‘will reach Bombay on the 28th if it is not inconvenient 
to you.” 

Telegram from Mr. Jinnah to Mr. Gandhi. 

Dated Calcutta, April 19, 1938. 

“ Thanks. I will gladly receive you on the 28th 
at my house.” 

Mr. Gandhi’s letter to Mr. Jinnah. 

Dated January 16, 1940. 

‘Dear Qaide-Azam ’, 

I hate to write 1 Mr.’ before any Indian name. It 
is so unnatural. Hence I have been writing of you as 
4 Janab Jinnah Sahib ’, acording to the usage taught me 
by the late Hakim Sahib. But Abul Kalam tells me 
that in the League Circles you are always called “ Qaide 
Azam.” — And you will see from the enclosed how the 
finishing touch was given by a telegram I received from 
Gulburga. I hope you will accept my assurance that 
what I have done, has been done in good faith and out 
of regard for you. If, however, you would have me 
address you otherwise, I shall respect your wishes. 
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The purpose <o( writing this letter is to send you 
tthe enclosed advance copy of the article I have sent to 
the Harijan. i have written it to further the end I 
have read in your recent messages and actions. 
I know that you ane quite capable of rising to the 
height required for the noble motive attributed to 
you. I do not mind your opposition to the Congress. 
But your plan to amalgamate all the parties opposed 
<o the Congress at once gives your movement a national 
•character. If you succeed you will free the country 
from communal incubus, and in my humble opinion 
•give a lead to the Muslims and others for which you 
will deserve the gratitude not only of the Muslims but 
•of all the other communities. I hope that my interpre- 
tation is correct. If I am mistaken you will please 
•correct me. 

It is purely personal, private, friendly letter. But 
you are free to -make public use of it if you think it 
necessary. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) M. K. Gandhi. 

Enclosed article : 

‘A WELCOME MOVE’ 

On the Deliverance Thanks-giving Day, declared 
S)y Jinnah Sahib, I had the following wire from Gul- 
fcurga Muslims : 
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“ Deliverance Day greetings, Quaide-Azam Jinnah. 

Zindabad 

I took it as a message sent to ruffle my feelings. 
The senders {ittle knew that the wire could not serve its 
purpose. When I received it. I silently joined the 
senders in the wish. 4 Long Live Qaide-Azam Jinnah!' 
The Qaide-Azam is an old comrade. What does it 
matter that to-day we do not see eye-to-eye in some 1 
matters? That can make no difference in my good-will 
towards him. 

But the Qaide-Azam has given me special reason’ 
for congratulating him. I had pleasure of wiring him 
congratulations on his excellent Id-day broadcast. And 
now he commands further congratulations on forming 
pacts with parties who are opposed to the Congress 
policies and politics. He is thus lifting the Muslim 
League out of the communal rut and giving it a national" 
character. I regard his step as perfectly legitimate. 

I observe that the Justice Party and Dr. Ambedkar’s 
party have already joined Jinnah Sahib. The papers 
report too, that Shree Savarkar, the President of the 
Hindu Mahasabha is to see him presently. Jinnah Sahib 
himself has informed the public that many non-Congress 
Hindus have expressed their sympathy with him. I 
regard this development as thoroughly healthy. Nothing 
can be better than we should havem tHar country mainly 
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two parties — the Congress and non-Congress or anti* 
■Congress, if the latter expression is preferred. Jinnah 
Sahib is giving the word 4 minority ’ a new and good 
•content. The Congress majority is made up of a com- 
bination of caste Hindus, non-Casle Hindus, Muslims, 

. Christians, Parsis and Jews. Therefore, it is a majority 
•drawn from all classes, representing a particular body 
•of opinion, and the proposed combination becomes a 
minority representing another body of opinion. This 
may any day convert itself into a majority by commend- 
ing itself to the electorate. Such an alignment of parties 
is a consummation devoutly to be wished. If the Qaide- 
Azam can bring about the combination, not only I but 
the whole of India will shout with one acclamation : 
'‘Long Live Qaide- Azam Jinnah.” For he will haVe 
brought about permanent and living Unity for which I 
am sure the whole nation is thirsting. 

Letter from Mr. M. A. Jinnah to Mr. Gandhi. 

Mount Pleasant Road, 
Malabar Hill, 
Bombay, 

January 21, 1940. 

Dear Mr. Gandhi, 

I am in receipt of your letter of 16th January and 
the advance copy of the . article you have sent to the' 
JJarijan. I not only thank you for your courtesy but* 
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also for your anxiety to further the end you have been 
reading in my messages and actions. I, howevef, regret 
to have to say that your premises are wrong as you 
start with die theory of an Indian Nation that does- 
not exist, and naturally, therefore, your conclusions are* 
Wong. I should have thought, however, that you at 
least would not be led away by one-sided newspaper 
reports and canards. There; is so much in your article 
which is the result of imagination. It is due partly 
to the fact that you are living a secluded life at Segaon r 
and partly because all your thoughts and actions are 
guided by “ innei voice.” You have veiy little concern 
with realities, or what might be termed by an ordinary 
mortal “ practical politics.” I sometimes wonder what 
can be common between practical politics and yourself, 
between democracy and the dictator of a political or- 
ganisation of which he is not even a four-anna member. 
But that is, I suppose, because you do not consider the- 
Congress worthy of your membership. 

I am glad to learn that you were not raffled by the* 
“Peliverance Day” greetings sent to you from Gul- 
barga. It was indeed noble of you to join in the silent 
prayer “Long live Qaid-i-Azam, Jinnah”. Although) 
these are trivial matters, I nevertheless appreciate that 
you have realised the true inword meaning and signi- 
ficance of the “ Deliverance Day.” 
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It fa true that many non-Congress Hindus expressed 
their sympathy with the Deliverance Day in justice to 
our cause, so also the leaders of the Justice party and 
the Scheduled Castes, and the Parsis who had suffered. 
But I am afraid that the meaning which you have tried 
to give to this alignment shows that you have not appre- 
ciated the true significance of it. It was partly a case 
of “adversity bringing strange bed-fellows together,” 
and partly because common interest may lead Muslims 
and minorities to combine. I have no illusions in the 
matter, and let me say again that India is not a nation, 
nor a country. It is a sub-continent composed of 
nationalities, Hindus and Muslims being the two major 
nations. Today you deny that religion can be a main 
factor in determining a nation, but you yourself, when 
asked what your motive in life was, “ the thing that 
leads us to do what we do,” whether it was religious, or 
social, or political, said : “ Purely religious ! ” This 
was the question asked me by the late Mi. Montagu when 
I accompanied a deputation which was purely political. 
‘ How you, social reformer,’ he exclaimed, ‘ have found 
your way into this crowd ? ’ My reply was that it was 
only an extension of my social activity. I could 
not be leading a religious life unless I identified 
myself with the whole of mankind, and that I could not 
do unless I took part in politics. The gamut of man’s 
activities today constitutes an indivisible whole. You 
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■cannot divide social, economic, political and purely reli- 
gious work into watertight compartments. I do not know 
any religion apart from human activity. It provides a 
moral basis to all other activities which they would 
otherwise lack, reducing life to a maze of ‘ sound and 
fury signifying nothing 

More than any one else, you happen to be the man 
today who commands the confidence of Hindu India and 
are in a position to deliver the goods on their behalf. 
Is it too much to hope and expect that you might play 
your legitimate role and abandon your chase after a 
mirage ? Events are moving fast, a campaign of pole- 
mics, or your weekly discourse in the Harijan on meta- 
physics, philosophy and ethics, or your peculiar doctrines 
regarding khaddar,.ahimsa and spinning are not going 
to win India’s freedom. Action and statesmanship alone 
will help us in our forward march. I believe that you 
might still rise to your stature in the service of our 
country and make your proper contribution towai ds 
leading India to contentment and happiness. 

Lastly, I thank you for your anxiety to respect my 
wishes in the matter of the prefix you should use with 
my name. What is in a prefix after all, a rose called 
by any other name smells just as sweet. So I leave the 
matter entirely to*you, and have no particular wish in 
the matter. I really do not know why you are worried 
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so much about it. I, however, notice that the present 
prefix you are using is according to the usage taught to 
you by the late Hakim Sahib. But surprisingly enough 
during his lifetime and till long after his death, yott 
addressed me as “ Mr.”, then quite recently you address- 
ed me as “ Shree ”, and in between as “ friend ”, but 
please do not bother about this matter. 

M. K. Gandhi, Esq. Yours sincerely, 

Segaon. M. A. JlNNAH. 




CORRESPONDENCE: 

MR. JINNAH 
& 

SUBHAS CHANDRA BOSE 
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Correspondence between Mr. Subhas Chandra Bose , the 
then President of the Congress and Mr. M. A. Jinnah, 

the President of the All-India Muslim League. 

Copy of the note handed over by Mr. Bose to 
Mr. Jinnah : 

In the course of the talks between the Congress 
President and Mr. M. A. Jinnah, Piesident of the All- 
India Muslim League, Mr. Jinnah suggested that any 
agreement that might be arrived at should be based on 
a clear understanding of the position of the Congress 
and that of the Muslim League. He proposed that the 
conversation should pi weed on the following basis : — 

“ The All-India Muslim League as the authoritative 
and representative organisation of the Indian Muslims, 
and the Congress as the authoritative and representative 
organisation of the solid body of Hindu opinion, have 
hereby agreed to the following terms by way of a pact 
between the two major communities and as a settlement 
of the Hindu-Muslim question.” 

After further consideration a somewhat different 
Wording was suggested by him as follows : — 

“ The Congress and the All-India Muslim League 
as the authoritative and representative organisations of 
the Mussalmans of India have hereby agreed to the 
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following terms of a Hindu-Muslim settlement by way 
•of a pact.” 

The second statement, though shorter, apparently 
•-embodies the same idea which is given in the first, that 
is, that the Congress should represent the Hindus and 
the Muslim League the Mussalmans. 

The Congress cannot possibly consider itself or 
function as if it represented one community only, even 
though that might be the majority community in India. 
Its doors must inevitably be open to all communities and 
it must welcome all Indians who agree with its general 
policy and methods. It cannot accept the position of 
representing one community and thus itself becoming a 
-communal organisation. At the same time the Congress 
is perfectly willing to confer and co-operate with other 
-organisations which represent minority interests. 

It is obvious that the Mussalmans of India, though 
a minority in the whole country, form a very considerable 
part of the population and their wishes and desires must 
be considered in any scheme affecting India. It is also 
true that the All-India Muslim League is an organisation 
representing a large body of Muslim opinion which must 
-carry weight. It is for this reason that the Congress 
has endeavoured to understand the view-point of the 
' League and to come to an understanding with it. The 
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Congress, however, would be bound to consult other 
•existing Muslim organisations which have co-operated 
with the Congress in the past. Further in the event of 
other group or minority interests being involved it will 
be necessary to consult representatives of such interests. 

Letter from Mr. Bose to Mr. Jinnah. 

Dated Bombay, May 15, 1938. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

Last night I gave you a note explaining our position. 
You asked me what constructive proposals we had to 
make. I think the note is self-explanatory. Having made 
known the Congress reaction to your suggestion, accord- 
ing to us, it remains now to proceed to the next stage 
namely appointment of respective committees which will 
jointly settle the terms of understanding. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) Subhas C. Bose. 

Letter from Mr. Jinnah to Mr. Bose. 

Dated Bombay, 16 May, 1938. 

Dear Mr. Bose, 

I acknowledge the receipt of a note you handed over 
to me on behalf of the Congress on the 14th, and also 
1 beg to a ckn owledge the receipt of your letter dated 
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15th of May, 1938. The matter will be placed before 
the Executive and the Working Committee of the All' 
India Muslim League at a meeting to be called in the 
first week of June, and I will communicate to you the 
decision as soon as possible. 

Yours sincerely, 

( Sd .) M. A. Jinnah. 

Letter from Mr. M. A. Jinnah to Mr. S. Bose. 

Dated, Bombay, June 5. 1938. 

Dear Mr. Bose, 

I am enclosing herewith unanimous opinion of the 
Executive Council of the All-India Muslim League as 
promised by me in my letter dated the 16th of May with 
reference to the note given to me by you on behalf of 
the Congress and your letter of the 15th of May 1938. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) M. A. Jinnah. 


Resolution No. 1. — 

The Executive Council of the All-India Muslim 
League has considered the note handed over by the 
President Mr. S. Bose on behalf of the Congress to 
Mr. Jinnah die President of the All-India Muslim League 
on the 14th May and his letter of the 15th May 1938 
and find that it is possible for the All-tndia Muslim 
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League to treat or negotiate with the Congress the ques* 
tion of Hindu-Muslim settlement except on the basis 
that the Muslim League is the authoritative and repre- 
sentative organisation of the Mussalmans of India. 

Resolution No. 2 . — 

The Council have also considered the letter of Mr. 
Gandhi dated the 22nd May 1938 and are of opinion that 
it is not desirable to include any Muslim in the personnel 
of the proposed Committee that may be appointed by 
the Congress. 

Resolution No. 3 — 

The Executive Council wish to make it clear that 
it is the declared policy of the All-India Muslim League 
that all other minorities should have their rights and 
interest safeguarded so as to create a sense of security 
amongst them and win their confidence and the All- 
India Muslim League will consult the representatives 
of such minorities and any other interest as may be 
involved, when necessary. 

Letter from Subhas Chandra Bose to Mr. M. A. 
Jinnah. 

Dated Wardha, July 25, 1938. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

The Working Committee has given all the attention 
it was possible for it to give to the resolutions of the 

5 
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Muslim League you were good enough to enclose with 
your fetter of the 5lh June 1938. The first resolution 
of the League Council defines the status of the League. 
If it means that, before we proceed to set up a machi- 
nery for considering the terms of settlement of the com- 
munal question, the Congress should recognise the status 
as defined in that resolution, there is an obvious difficulty. 
Though th^esolution does not use the adjective ‘ only 
the language of the resolution means that the adjective 
is understood. Already the Working Committee has 
received warnings against recognising the exclusive 
status of the League. There are Muslim organisations 
which have been functioning independently of the Mus- 
lim League. Some of them are staunch supporters of 
the Congress. Moreover, there are individual Muslims 
who are Congressmen, some of whom exercise no incon- 
siderable influence in the country. Then there is the 
Frontier Province which is overwhelmingly Muslim and 
which is solidly with the Congress. You will see that 
in the face of these known facts it is not only impossible, 
but improper for the Congress to make the admission 
which the first resolution of the League Council appa- 
rently desires the Congress to make. It is suggested 
that the status of organisations does not accrue to them 
by any defining of it. It comes through the service to 
which a particular organisation has dedicated itself. 
The Working Committee therefore hopes that the League 
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<€!ouncil will not ask the Congress to do the impossible. 
It is not enough that the Congress is not only willing 
but eager to establish the friendliest relations with the 
League and to come to an honourable understanding 
over the much vexed Hindu-Muslim question ? 

At this stage it may perhaps be as well to state the 
Congress claim. Though it is admitted that the largest 
number of persons to be found on the numerous Congress 
registers are Hindus, the Congress has a fairly large 
number of Muslims and members of other communities 
professing different faiths. It has been an unbroken 
tradition with the Congress to represent all communities, 
all races, andifll classes to whom India is their home. 
From its inception it has often had distinguished Mus- 
lims as Presidents and as General Secretaries who 
enjoyed the confidence of the Congress and of the 
country. The Congress tradition is that though a Con- 
gressman does not cease to belong to the Faith in which 
he is bom and bred up, no one comes to die Congress 
by virtue of his faith ; he is in and of the Congress by 
virtue of his endorsement of the political principles and 
policy of the Congress. The Congress therefore is in 
no sense a communal organisation. In fact it has always 
fought the communal spirit because it is detrimental 
to the growth of pure and undefiled nationalism. But 
whilst the Congress makes this claim, and has sought, 
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with more or less success, to live up to the claim, the' 
Working Committee asks for no recognition from the 
League Council. The Committee would be glad if your 
Council would come to an understanding with the Con- 
gress in order that we might achieve national solidarity 
and wholeheartedly work for realising our common 
destiny. 

As to the second resolution of the Council, I am- 
afraid that it is not possible for the Working Committee 
to conform to the desire expressed therein. 

The third resolution, the Working Committee is 
unable to understand. So far as the Working Committee 
is aware, the Muslim League is purely a communal 
organisation, in the sense that it seeks to serve Muslim 
interests and its membership too is open only to Muslims. 
The Working Committee also has all along understood 
that so far as the League is concerned, it desires, and 
rightly, a settlement with the Congress on the Hindu- 
Muslim question and not on questions affecting all mino- 
rities.* So far as the Congress is concerned, if the other 
minorities have a grievance against the Congress, it is 
always ready to deal with them as it is its bounden duty 
to do, being by its very constitution and organisation- 
representative of all India without distinction of caste- 
or creed. 

In view of the foregoing I hope that it will be* 
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possible for us to take up the next stage in our negotia- 
-tions for reaching settlement. 

It is suggested that as the previous correspondence 
has already been published, it would be wise to take 
the public into confidence and publish the subsequent 
•correspondence between us. If you are agreeable these 
•documents will be immediately released for publication. 

Yours sincerely, 

(. Sd .) Subhas C. Bose. 

Letter from Mr. M. A. Jinnah to Mr. S. Bose. 

Dated August, 2nd 1938. 

Dear Mr. Bose, 

I placed your letter dated the 25th of July 1938 
before the meeting of the Executive Council of the All- 
India Muslim League. 

The Executive Council gave its earnest attention 
-and careful consideration to the arguments which weie 
urged in your letter for persuading it not to claim the 
•status it has done in its resolution No. 1 already com- 
*municated to you. I am desired to state that in defining 
the status the Council was not actuated by any motive of 
securing an admission, but had merely stated an accepted 
fact. 

The Council is fully convinced that the Muslim 
Teague is the only authoritative and representative peli- 
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deal organisation of the Mussalmans of India. This 
position was accepted when the Congress-League Pact, 
was arrived at in 1916 at Lucknow and ever since, till 
1935 when Jinnah-Rajendra Prashad conversation took, 
place, it has hot been questioned. The All-India Muslim' 
League, therefore, does not require any admission or 
recognition from the Congress and not did the resolution 1 
of the Executive Council passed at Bombay. But in 
view of fhe fact that the position — in fact the very 
existence — of the League had been questioned by Pandit 
Jawahar Lai Nehru, the President of the Congress, in- 
one of his statements wherein he asserted that there were 
only two parties in the country, viz. the British Govern- 
ment and the Congress, it was considered necessary by 
the Executive Council to inform the Congress of the- 
basis on which the negotiations between the two organi- 
sations could proceed. 

Besides, the very fact that the Congress approached 
the Muslim League to enter into negotiations for a 
settlement of the Hindu-Muslim question it presupposed' 
the authoritative and representative character of the 
League and as such its right to come to an agreement: 
on behalf of the Mussalmans of India. 

The Council are aware of the fact that there is a- 
Congress coalition government in N.-W.F.P. and also* 
that there are some Muslims in the Congress organisation) 
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in other provinces. But the Council is of opinion that 
these Muslims in the Congress do not and cannot repre- 
sent the Mussalmans of India, for the simple reason 
that their number is very insignificant and that as mem- 
bers of the Congress they have disabled themselves from 
representing or speaking on behalf of the Muslim com- 
munity. Were it not so, the whole claim of the Congress 
alleged in your letter regarding its national character 
would fall to the ground. 

As regards “ the other Muslim organisations ” to 
which reference has been made in your letter, but whom 
you have not even named, the Council considers that it 
would have been more proper if no reference had been 
made to them. If they collectively or individually had 
been in a position to speak on behalf of the Mussalmans 
of India, the negotiations with the Muslim for a settle- 
ment of the Hindu-Muslim question would not have been 
initiated by the President of the Congress and Mr. 
Gandhi. However, so far as the Muslim League is con- 
cerned it is not aware that any Muslim political organi- 
sation has ever made a claim that it can speak or 
negotiate on behalf of the Muslims of India. It is, there- 
fore, very much to be regretted that you should have 
referred to “other Muslim organisations” in this 
connection. 

The Council is equally anxious to bring about a 
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settlement of “ the much vexed Hindu-Muslim question ” 
and this hasten the realization of the common goal, but 
it is painful to find that subtle arguments are being 
introduced to cloud the isspe and retard the progress of 
the negotiations. 

In view of the facts stated above -the Council still 
hopes that the representative character of the Muslim 
League will not be questioned and that the Congress will 
proceed to appoint a committee on that basis. 

With reference to the second resolution the Council 
wishes to point out that it considered undesirable the 
inclusion of Mussulmans in the Committee that might 
be appointed by the Congress because it would meet to 
solve and settle the Hindu-Muslim question and so in 
the very nature of the issues involved they would not 
command the confidence of either Hindus or the Mussul- 
mans and their position indeed would be most embarass- 
ing. The Council, therefore, request you to consider the 
question in the light of the above observations. 

With reference to the third resolution it was the 
memorandum of the Congress referred to in your letter 
dated the 15th of May 1938 in which mention of other 
minorities was made and thf Muslim League expressed 
its willingness to consult them, if and when it was neces- 
sary in consonance with its declared policy. 

As regards your desire for the release of the corres- 
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pondence, including this letter, for publication the 
Council has no objection to your doing so. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) M. A. JiNNAH. 

Letter from Mr. Subhas Chandra Bose to Mr. 
Jinnah. 

Dated Calcutta, 2nd October 1938. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

Your letter of the 2nd August, 1938 has been placed 
before the Working Committee. After due deliberation 
it has resolved to reply as follows : — 

“ Though there are inaccuracies in your letter no 
purpose will be served by dwelling on them. The sub- 
stance of your letter seems to Ire that the League does 
not expect the Congress, whether implicitly or explicitly, 
to acknowledge its status as the authoritative Muslim 
organisation of India. If this view is accepted by die 
League, I am authorised to state that the Working Com- 
mittee will confer with the Committee that may be 
appointed by the League to draw up the terms of settle- 
ment. 

“ The Working Committee will be represented by 
at least five of its members at the sittings of the 
Conference.” 

“ As the previous correspondence has already been 
released for publication, I am taking the liberty of issu» 
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ing this to the Press.” 

Yours sincerely, 
( Sd .) S. Bose. 

Letter from Mr. M. A. Jinnah to Mr. Bose. 

Little Gibbs Road, Malabar Hill. 

Dated Bombay, October 10, 1938. 

Dear Mr. Bose* 

I am in receipt of your letter dated the 2nd of 
October which was placed befoie the Executive Council 
I am authorised to state in reply as follows : — 

The Executive Council of the All-India Muslim 
League regret very much that the Working Committee 
of the Congress should have entirely misread my letter 
dated the 2nd of August, 1938 which 1 is quite clear and 
does not require any elucidation or further interpre- 
tation. The Muslim League are still ready to proceed 
with the negotiations for settlement of the Hindu-Muslim 
question on the basis defined by my letter referred to 
above and would appoint its representatives to meet the 
Committee that may be appointed by the Congress on 
the footing indicated by us in our three resolutions of 
the 5th of June, 1938 already communicated to you. 

As all the correspondence so far in this connection 
has been published I am issuing this to the Press. 

Yours sincerely, 
{Sd.) M. A. Jinnah. 



CORRESPONDENCE: 

MR. JINN AH 
, & 

PANDIT JAWAHARLAL NEHRU 
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Fiom Mr. Nehru lo Mr. Jinnah. 

Dated Lucknow, January 18, 1938. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

I have read the statement you issued recently to 
the press with care. I am afraid we approach the 
question from differing viewpoints and I feel that your 
approach is not very helpful. But I entirely agree with 
you that an argument carried on through the medium 
of the press is not desirable. Indeed I had decided not 
to issue press statements on the subject, but after your 
Calcutta speech, in which you mentioned my name and 
issued some kind of a ‘ challenge ’ to me, I felt that a 
public statement was unavoidable. Hence my statement, 
in which I tried to avoid unnecessary controversy. 

You know perhaps that for some months past I 
have been in correspondence with Nawab Ismail Khan 
on this subject and I have been anxious to find out what 
the points of difference and agreement were. I am 
afraid I do not know this yet and your last statement 
does not help. I' would feel grateful to you if you 
could kindly throw some light on this and let me know 
what, exactly are the points in dispute which require 
consideration. I think this will help us all and lead 
to an avoidance of needless controversy. We can then 
come to grips with the subject. As I have said in my 
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last statement, we are eager to do everything in our 
power to put an end to every misapprehension and to 
endeavour to solve every problem that comes in the way 
of our developing our public life along right lines and 
promoting the unity and progress of the Indian people. 

I am leaving for Lahore today. From there I go 
to the Frontier Province and return to Allahabad in 
about ten days’ time. Kindly address your reply to 
Allahabad. 

Yours sincerely, 

(, Sd .) Jawaharlal Nehru. 

From Mr. Jinnah to Mr. Nehru. 

Dated Bombay, January 25, 1938. 

Dear Pandit Jawaharlal, 

I am in receipt of your letter of the 18th January, 
1938. 

• I must say that it is very difficult for me to under- 
stand it. I fail to see what you are driving at. It 
does not suggest any useful proposal of a concrete 
character, besides reapproaching me and informing me 
that “we approach the question from differing view- 
points,” and you further say, “I feel that your 
approach is not very helpful.” You further refer to my 
Calcutta speech and say, “ in which you mentioned my 
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name and issued some kind of a ‘ challenge ’ to me, I 
felt that the public statement was unavoidable and hence 
my statement.” But you do not even now give me the 
purport of my speech, and what was the ‘challenge’ 
which compelled you to say what you did in your state* 
ment which you considered unavoidable. 

I know nothing about your being in correspondence 
with Nawab Ismail Khan referred to in your letter. 

Finally I note your request that I should let you 
know “what exactly are the points in dispute which 
require consideration.” I am glad that you agree with 
me that the arguments carried on through the medium 
•of the press are not desirable. But do you now think 
that this matter can be discussed, much less solved, by 
and through correspondence ? I am afraid that is 
•equally undesirable. 

I may state for your information that I received a 
letter from Mr. Gandhi, dated the 19th Oct., 1937, and 
I replied to him on the 5th November, ’37, and I am 
still waiting to hear from him. 

I reciprocate the sentiments expressed in the last 
but one paragraph of your letter at the end of it. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) M. A. Jinnah. 
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From Mr. Nehru to Mr. Jinnah. 

Dated Wardha, February 4, 1938. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

Your letter of the 25th January reached Allahabad 
on February 1st after 1 had left. It ha9 been forwarded 
to me here and reached me yesterday. 

I am sorry that my previous letter was difficult to- 
understand. My purpose in writing it was, as I stated, 
to find out what our points of difference and agreement 
were. Presumably there are points of difference as 
you have repeatedly criticised the Congress policy and 
practice. If these points of diff erence are noted down 
and our attention drawn to them it would make their 
consideration easier. It is possible that some of them 
may be due to misapprehension and this misapprehen- 
sion might be removed ; it is equally possible that some 
are more fundamental and then we could try to find 
a way out or, at any rate, know exactly how and where 
we stdnd. When there is a conflict of opinion, a clari- 
fication of the opposing opinions is an essential preli- 
minary to their consideration. 

I might mention some relatively minor matters 
which have apparently led to misapprehension. In one 
of your speeches you referred to being told by some 
one that a cheque for rupees five lakhs was recently 
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given to the Congress. I am not aware of this and 
presumably I ought to know. Indeed, to my knowledge, 
no one has given even a cheque for Rs. 5,000 to the 
Congress for a considerable time. 

In the same, or possibly another, speed you 
referred to the non-co-operation days and stated that 
while the Aligarh University was forced to close down 
and many non-co-operated from it, not a single student 
non-co-operated from the Benares University. As a 
matter of fact a very large number of students did in 
fact non-co-operate from the Benares University. As a 
result of this a non-official university, the Kashi Vidya- 
pitha, was established in Benares, as also the Gandhi 
Ashram. Both of these still exist. In the same way 
the Jamia Millia came into existence in Aligarh and 
this now flourishes in Delhi. 

You have referred in your speeches to the Con- 
gress imposing Hindi-Hindustani and trying to crush 
Urdu. I presume you were misinformed for I am not 
aware of any attempt on the part of the Congress to 
injure Urdu. Some time back I wrote an essay on 
M The Question of Language ” which represents, I be- 
lieve, the Congress viewpoint. It was approved by 
Mr. Gandhi and by many people unconnected with the 
Congress and interested in the advancement of Urdu, 
6 
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including Moulvi Abdul Huque, Secretary, Anjuman- 
e-Taraqqi-e-Urdu of Hyderabad. I do not know if you 
have come across this essay. In any event 1 am asking 
my office in Allahabad to send you a copy. If you dis- 
agree with the argument or conclusions of this essay, I 
shall be grateful to have your criticisms. 

I might mention that the Congress Ministry in 
Madras is endeavouring to introduce the study of 
Hindustani in the State schools in the province. They 
are having primers and text-books prepared especially 
for the purpose by the Jamia Millia. These primers, 
etc., are to be in two scripts — Devanagri and Urdu — 
but in identical language, the students having the option 
of script. 

I mention these instances to show how misappre- 
hensions arise. But the real questions at issue are more 
important and it is in regard to these that clarification 
is necessary. I presume you are acquainted with the 
Congress resolutions and statements on minority and 
fundamental rights and regarding communal questions. 
If you so wish it, 1 can have these sent to you. Many 
of these were collected together in a comprehensive 
resolution passed by the Working Committee in Calcutta 
towards the end of October 1937. About the Communal 
Award die Congress ^position has been repeatedly made 
dear. 
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The Congress policy a* laid down in these resold* 
•tions may be incomplete or wrong. If so we shall 
gladly consider suggestions to complete it or rectify it. 
Personally I do not see what more can be done by the 
'Congress regarding religious or cultural matters. As 
•for political (communal) questions, the Communal 
Award, unsatisfactory as it is, holds the field for the 
present and till such time as it may be altered by mutual 
.agreement of the parties concerned. 

In considering wider political questions, the 
Congress has adhered to certain principles and policies 
for a number of years, though minor variations have 
taken place from time to time. Our present policy in 
the legislatures and outside was defined by a compre- 
hensive resolution passed by the Working Committee 
.at Wardha last year. I was very glad to find from 
Nawab Ismail Khan and Chowdhury Khaliquzzaman 
that the U.P. Muslim League, or die U.P. Muslim League 
Parliamentary Board, accepted this programme. This 
included our objective of independence, our demand 
for a constituent assembly, our general attitude to the 
Constitution Act, and the Federation, and our methods 
•of work inside and outside the legislature. It referred 
also to our agrarian and labour programmes. Thus 
there appeared to be a very large measure of agreement 
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between ’ us not only in regard to fundamentals, but 
even regarding many details. 

In view of this agreement it distressed and surprised 
me to find that there was so much conflict. I 
have tried, therefore, to find out what this conflict is- 
about. I do not see how I can make any proposal, 
concrete or vague, when I do not know what the points 
in issue. are. It is true that in reading your speeches 
I have come across various statements to the effect 
that the Congress is trying to establish Hindu raj. I am 
unaware of how this is being done or who is doing it. 
If any Congress Ministries or the Congress organisation 
have made mistakes, these should be pointed out to us. 

A report of your Calcutta speech appeared in the- 
newspapers at the time and is no doubt available to* 
you and for me to give you a purport of it seemed 
hardly necessary. In this you state that yeu are fight- 
ing the Congress, that you are fighting the Congress 
leadership which is misleading the Hindus. Further 
you have said that you want to bring the- Congress High 
Command to its senses. May I suggest that those who- 
are privileged to advise or lead the Congress have no 
desire to fight any body except British Imperialism ?' 
In any event, if we mislead or misbehave we have a 
right to enquire from our critics where and how we- 
have done so. 
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Further in your Calcutta speech you said : “ I have 
long long ago, months ago now, thrown out a challenge 
to Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru and 1 throw out a challenge 
now, — let him come and sit with as and let us formu- 
late a constructive programme which will give imme- 
diate relief to the poor/’ It was to this ‘challenge’ 
that I referred in my last letter. I do not remember 
•on which previous occasion you had issued a similar 
challenge to me. 

It is always helpful to discuss matters and problems 
face to face and, as I have said previously, we are 
always glad to do so. A short while ago you met 
Maulana Abul Kalam Azad, one of our most respected 
leaders, than who there is no one better fitted to explain 
the Congress view-point in regard to the minorities 
problem or any other matter. Whenever necessity arises 
<every one of us will willingly welcome a talk. But 
-even such a talk is likely to be vague and infructuous 
if some clarification of ideas does not take place pre- 
viously. ^Correspondence helps in this process and 
sometimes is even preferable as it is more precise than 
talk. I trust therefore that you will help in clarifying 
the position by telling us where we differ and how you 
would like this difference to end. You have also criti- 
cised die Congress in vigorous language, as you were 
mo doubt entitled to do. But are we not entitled to ask 
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you to substantiate those criticisms in private at least, 
if not in public ? 

I have inquired from Mr. Gandhi about your letter 
to him dated the 5th November, 1937. He received it 
in Calcutta when he was lying ill there and he felt that 
it needed no answer. Your letter had been in answer 
to his and the matter seemed to end there for the time 
being. He was good enough to show me his letter and' 
yours and it seemed to me that no particular reply was 
called for. I understand that he wrote you yesterday. 

I hope to be in Allahabad by the 9th February. 

Yours sincerely, 

( Sd .) Jawaharlal Nehru. 

From Mr. Jinnah to Mr. Nehru. 

Dated New Delhi, February 17, 1938. 
Dear Pandit Jawaharlal, 

, I am in receipt of your letter of the 4th February. 
You have now flung at me more complaints and' 
grievances of trifling character. Evidently you rely on 1 
that section of the press which is bent on misrepresenting 
and vilifying me, but I am glad that you say I mention 
these instances to show how misapprehension arises : 

‘ but the real question at issue is more important and 
it is in regard to this that clarification is necessary.** 
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Therefore I don’t think any useful purpose will be 
served to carry on correspondence with regard to the 
various matters mentioned in your letter. You will 
please not introduce matters which you may have 
discussed with Nawab Ismail Khan or Chaudhry Khali- 
quzzaman or any body else. These again will lead to 
references and cross references and the matter will never 
end. 

As regards mv Calcutta speech, the word ‘chal- 
lenge’ is obviously due to the imagination of the 
reporter for the very context shows clearly that it was 
an invitation. However, the discussion of all these 
matters in correspondence will lead us nowhere. I do 
not believe in the doctrine which you lay down ‘but 
are we not entitled to ask you to substantiate all these 
criticisms in private at least, if not ia public ’ : I for 
my part make no such distinction. I am prepared to 
substantiate anything that I have said publicly, provided 
it is correctly reported. The crux of your letter on the 
real vital point of the Hindu-Muslim unity is a repeti- 
tion of what you said in your previous letter, namely, 
that you want me to note down ‘ the points of difference t 
and discuss them through and by means of correspon- 
dence — a method, which I made it clear in my last 
letter, is highly undesirable and most inappropriate. I 
welcome your suggestion when you say ‘whenever 



leaders’ correspondence 


necessity arises every one of us would willingly welcome 
a talk.’ If you think that necessity has arisen and any 
one of you is willing, I shall be glad to see you and 
equally welcome a talk. The thing is that you prefer 
talking at each other whereas I prefer talking to each 
other. Surely you know and you ought to know what 
are the fundamental points in dispute. 

I have received a letter from Mr. Gandhi and I 
have replied to him, a copy of which I am enclosing 
herewith. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) M. A. Jinnah. 

From Mr. Nehru to Mr. Jinnah. 

Dated Bombay, February 25, 1938. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

Your letter of the 17th February reached me at 
Haripura. I had no intention of flinging any complaints 
and grievances at you. In my attempt to find out what 
your complaints were I read your speeches as reported 
in die newspapers (usually by a news agency) and noted 
clown some of the points on which you had laid stress. 
I am glad to know that you have been misreported but 
you have not pointed out where the misrepresentation 
comes in nor, so far as I know, have you issued any 
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statement to the press correcting the misrepresentation. 
May I suggest that it will be worth while to correct these 
errors so that the public might not be misled. A clear 
and authoritative statement from you will help us also 
in understanding what you stand for and what you ob- 
ject to. 

I note that you do not wish me to introduce in our 
correspondence any matters which we may have dis- 
cussed with Nawab Ismail Khan or Chowdhry Khali- 
quazzaman. I did not know that they represented any 
•different view-point from yours. I thought it necessary 
‘to draw your attention to the repeated attemtps I have 
been making to find out what the political and com- 
munal policy of the Muslim League is and wherein it 
differs from that of the Congress. You will remember 
saying last year that the Muslim League had an entirely 
•different policy even on political matters from that of 
the Congress. Since then the League has changed its 
•objective and its economic outlook and has thus 
approached nearer to the Congress. I am anxious to 
find out what the real meaning of these changes is. 
Without this clarification it is difficult for us to under- 
stand the present position. 

You say that you do not believe in the doctrine 
that I lay down, namely : “ but are we not entitled to 
ask you to substantiate all these criticisms in private 
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at least, if not in public.” Further you say that for 
your part you make no such distinction and are prepared 
to substnliate anything that you have said publicly, pro- 
vided it is correctly reported. If you will read my 
sentence again you will no doubt observe that I have 
nowhere laid down any such doctrine as you imagine. 
I would indeed welcome a public treatment by you of the 
criticisms made by you. But if you yourself were 
unwilling to write to the pres*! on the subject, as you 
indicated in your letter. I put it to you that we are at 
least entitled to request you to substantiate the criticism 
in private. 

If you have made no criticisms of the Congress, 
and the press reports are entirely wrong, then of course 
no question of substantiation arises. All that need be 
done is to contradict the press reports. But if criticisms 
have been made, as presumably they have been, then I 
would request you to justify them publicly or privately 
as you might choose. Personally I would prefer the 
former method. 

I am afraid I must confess that I do not yet know 
what the fundamental points of dispute are. It is for 
this reason that 1 have been requesting you to clarify 
them. So far I have not received any help in this 
direction. Of course we shall willingly meet you when- 
ever opportunity arises. Our President, Subhas 
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Chandra Bose, or Maulana Abul Kalam Azad or I or 
any other member of the Working Committee can meet 
you at a suitable opportunity. 

But when we meet what are we to discuss ? Res- 
ponsible people with organisations liehind them can 
hardly discuss anything in the air. Some clarification 
of the issues, some clear statement of what is wanted 
and what is objected to. is always desirable, otherwise 
we may not come to grips with the subject. You will 
remember the argument about what transpired at Delhi 
in 1935 between you and Babu Rajendra Prasad. There 
has even been a difference of opinion about the facts. 
It would be unfortunate if we repeated this performance 
and then argued about it later. 

It is thus highly desirable for us to define the* 
issues first. This is also necessary as we have always 
to consult many colleagues in regard to any matter 
affecting Congress policy. There is surely nothing 
undesirable or inappropriate about this defining of 
issues by correspondence. It is the usual method 
adopted between individuals and organisations. May 
I therefore beg of you to enlighten me ? 


Yours sincerely, 
{ Sd .) Jawauarlat. Nehru.. 
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From Mr. Jinnah to Mr. Nehru. 

Dated New Delhi, 3rd March, 1938. 

Dear Pandit Jawaharlal, 

I am in receipt of your letter of the 25th February. 

1 regret to find the same spirit running through of making 
insinuations and innuendoes and raising all sorts of 
matters of trifling character which are not germane to 
•our present subject with which you started, namely, how 
to And the basis of approach to the most vital and 
prominent question of Hindu-Muslim unity. You wind 
up your letter by insisting upon the course that I should 
formulate the points in dispute and submit to you for 
7 our consideration and then carry on correspondence 
with you. This method, I have already stated in my 
•considered opinion, is undesirable and inappropriate. 
The method you insist upon may be appropriate between 
two litigants and that is followed by solicitors on behalf 
of their clients, hut national issues cannot be settled 
like' that. 

When you say ‘ that I am afraid I must confess 
that I do not know what fundamental points in dispute 
are ’ I am only amazed at your ignorance. This matter 
has been tackled since 1925 right upto 1935 by the 
most prominent leaders in the country and so far no 
solution has been found. I would beg of you to study 
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it and do not take up a selfcomplacent attitude and if 
you are in earnest I don’t think you will find much 
difficulty in realizing what the main points in dispute are, 
because they have been constantly mentioned both in the 
press and public platform even very recently. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) M. A. Jinnah. 

From Mr. Nehru to Mr. Jinnah. 

Dated Allahabad, March 8, 1938. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

Thank you for your letter of March 3rd. I am 
afraid our letters to each other repeat themselves. I 
go one requesting you to tell us what exactly are the 
points in dispute which have to be discussed and you 
go on insisting that this should not be done by corres- 
pondence. At the same time you have pointed out that 
the main points in dispute have been constantly, and 
very recently, discussed in the press and public plat- 
form. I have carefully followed press statements and 
your public speeches. In my effort to discover these 
points of dispute I enumerated some of the criticisms 
which you were reported to have made in public 

speeches. In your reply you stated that you were mis- 

reported, but you did not say what the correct report 
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should have been. Further you said that these were 
minor and trifling matters, but again you did not point 
out what the major matters were. You will perceive 
my difficulty. I hope 1 am not making any insinuations 
or innuendoes, as you suggest in your last letter. Cer- 
tainly it is not my intention to do so, nor to raise trifling 
matters which are not germane to the present subject. 
But what are these matters which are germane ? It 
may be that I am dense or not sufficiently acquainted 
with the intricacies of the problem. If so I deserve to 
be enlightened. If you will refer me to any recent 
statement made in the press or platform which will help 
me in understanding, I shall he grateful. 

It is not my desire, may I repeat, to carry on a 
controversy by correspondence, but only to find out what 
the main points of discussion and dispute are. It is 
surely usual for national issues to be formulated and 
clarified in this way to facilitate discussion. Both in 
national and international matters we are frequently 
adapting this course. 

You are perfectly right in saying that this matter 
has been tackled since 1925 repeatedly. Do you not 
think that this very history warns us not to approach 
it in a vague manner without clear ideas as to what we 
object to and what we want ? Apart from this, much 
has happened during these past few years which has 
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altered the position. For instance the Communal Award, 
Do you want this discussed with a view to some settle- 
ment being arrived at on another basis ? 

It is obvious that the Congress is exceedingly 
anxious to remove all causes of misunderstanding and 
friction. Apart from wider national issues, it would 
like to do so because such misunderstanding comes in 
the way of its work. It has frequently considered the 
problem and passed such resolutions and put forward 
such proposals as it considered right. I do not wish 
to discuss as to whether these were right or not. That 
may be a matter for argument But according to our 
lights we tried to do our best. If we did not succeed 
to the extent we hoped to do that is our misfortune and 
we shall gladly consider suggestions which might lead 
to better results. 

What are the various aspects of this matter ? May 
I enumerate them ? 

1. The Communal Award, which includes separate 
electorates and reservation of seats. 

2. Religious guarantees. 

3. Cultural protection and guarantees. 

Presumably these are the three main heads. There 
may be some minor matters but I do not refer to them 
4s you wish to concentrate on the main issues. 
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As regards the Communal Award the position of 
the Congress has been clarified. If it is your desire- 
to discuss this matter, I should like to know. 

As regards religious and cultural guarantees, the 
Congress has given as full assurances and guarantees 
as is possible. If however any other guarantees are- 
considered necessary, they should be mentioned. About 
one of the questions which you have referred to in your 
speeches, the Language question, I have written to you 
previously and sent you my brochure. I trust that you 1 
agreed with its main conclusions. 

Are we going to discuss these matters or some 
others which I have not mentioned above ? Then again 
the background of all such discussions must necessarily 
be a certain political and economic one — our struggle 
for independence, our anti-imperialism, our methods, 
of direct action whenever necessary, our anti-war policy, 
our attempt to remove the exploitation of the masses, 
agrarian and labour problems, and the like. I take 
it that with the re-orientation of the Muslim League’s 
policy there will not be any great difference regarding 
this anti-imperialist backgorund. 

You will forgive me for repeating myself in these 
letters and for saying the same things over and over 
again. I do so because I am keenly desirous of your 
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appreciating my viewpoint, which I believe is also the 
viewpoint of my colleagues in the Congress. I have no 
desire to take up your time and to spend my time in 
writing long letters. But my mind demands clarity 
before it can function effectively or think in terms of 
any action. Vagueness or an avoidance of real issues 
cannot lead to satisfactory results. It does seem strange 
to me that in spite of my repeated requests I am not told 
what issues have to be discussed. 

I understand that Candhiji has already written to 
you expressing his readiness to have a talk with you. 
I am not now the Congress President and thus have not 
the same representative capacity, but if I can be of any 
help in this matter my services are at the disposal of 
the Congress and I shall gladly meet you and discuss 
these matters with you. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) Jawaharlal Nehru. 

From Mr. Jinnah to Mr. Nehru. 

Dated New Delhi, 17th March, 1938. 

Dear Pandit Jawaharlal, 

I have received your letter of the 8th of March, 
1938. Your first letter of the 18th of January, conveyed 
to me that you desire to know the points in dispute for 
7 
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the purpose of promoting Hindu-Muslim unity. When 
in reply I said that the subject-matter cannot be solved 
through correspondence and it was equally undesirable 
as discussing matters in the press, you in your reply 
of the 4th of February, formulated a catalogue of 
grievances with regard 'to my supposed criticism of the 
Congress and utterances which are hardly relevant to 
the question for our immediate consideration. You went 
on persisting on the same line and you are still of 
opinion that those matters, although not germane to the 
present subject, should be further discussed, which I 
do not propose to do as I have already explained to you 
in my previous letter. 

The question with which we started, as I understood, 
is of safeguarding the rights and the interests of the 
Mussalmans with regard to their religion, culture, 
language, personal laws and political rights in the 
national life, the government and the administration of 
the, country. Various suggestions have been ma'de which 
will satisfy the Mussalmans and create a sense of secu- 
rity and confidence in the majority community. I am 
surprised when you say in your letter under reply, “ But 
what are these matters which are germane. It may be 
that I am dense or not sufficiently acquainted with the 
intricacies of the problem. If so, I deserve to be enlight- 
ened. If you will refer me to any recent statement made 
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in the press or platform which will help me in under* 
standing, I shall be grateful." Perhaps you have heard 
of the Fourteen Points. 

Next, as you say, “Apart from this much has 
happened during these past few years which has altered 
the position.” Yes, 1 agree with you, and various sug- 
gestions have appeared in the newspapers recently. For 
instance, if you will refer to the Statesman, dated the 
12th of February, 1938, there appears an article under 
the heading “ Through Muslim Eyes ” (copy enclosed 
for your convenience). Next, an article in the New 
Times, dated the 1st of March, 1938, dealing with your 
pronouncement recently made, I believe, at Haripura 
sessions of the Congress, where you are reported to have 
said : 

“ I have examined this so-called communal ques- 
tion through the telescope, and if there is nothing 
what can you see.” 

This article in the New Times appeared on the 1st of 
March, 1938, mating numerous suggestions (copy en- 
closed for your convenience). Further you must have 
seen Mr. Aney’s interview where he warned the Con- 
gress mentioning some of the points which the Muslim 
League would demand. 

Now, this is enough to show to you that various 
suggestions that have been made, or are likely to be 
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made, or are expected to be made, will have to be* 
analysed and ultimately I consider it is the duty of every 
true nationalist, to whichever party or community he- 
may belong to make it his business and examine the- 
situation and bring about a pact between the Mussal- 
mans and the Hindus and create a real united front ; 
and it should be as much your anxiety and duty as it is- 
mine, irrespective of the question of the party or the- 
community to which we belong. But if you desire that 
I should collect all these suggestions and submit to youi 
as a petitioner for you and your colleagues to consider, 

I am afraid I can’t do it nor can I do it for the purpose 
of carrying on further correspondence with regard to- 
those various points with you. But if you still insist 
upon that, as you seem to do so when you say in your 
letter, “ My mind demands clarity before it can function 
effectively or think in terms of any action. Vagueness 
or an avoidance of real issues could not lead to satis- 
factory results. It does seem strange to me that in spite- 
of my repeated requests I am not told what issues have- 
to be discussed.” This is hardly a correct description 
or a fair representation ; but in that case I would request 
you to ask the Congress officially to communicate with' 
me to that effect, and I shall place the matter before the* 
Council of the All-India Muslim League ; as you your- 
self say that you are “ not the Congress President and 1 
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ihus have not the same representative capacity but if I 
•can of any help in this matter my services are at the 
-disposal of the Congress and I shall gladly meet you 
.and discuss these matters with you.” As to meeting 
you and discussing matters with you, I need hardly say 
.that 1 shall be pleased to do so. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) M. A: Jinnah. 

Extiact from the Statesman, New Delhi Edition. 

Dated the 12th February, 1938. 

THROUGH MUSLIM EYES 
By Ain-el-Mulk 

Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru’s Bombay statement of 
January 2 on the Hindu-Moslem question has produced 
hopeful reactions and the stage has been set for a talk 
between the leaders of what, for the sake of convenience, 
may be described as Hindu India and Moslem India. 
Whether the Jinnah-Jawaharlal talks will produce in 
1938 better results than the Jinnah-Prasad talks did in 
1935 is yet to be seen. Too much optimism would not, 
however, be justified. The Pandit, by way of annotating 
his Bombay statement while addressing the U. P. dele- 
gates for Haripura at Lucknow, at the end of January, 
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emphatically asserted that in no case would Congress- 
“ give up its principles.” That was not a hopeful state- 
ment because any acceptable formula or pact that may 
be evolved by the leaders of the Congress and the- 
League would, one may guess, involve the acquiescence 
of the Congress in separate electorates (at least for a’ 
certain period), coalition ministries, recognition of the 
League as the one authoritative and representative orga- 
nization of Indian Moslems, modification of its attitude* 
on the question of Hindi and its script scrapping of 
Bande Mataram altogether, and possibly a redesigning 
of the tri-colour flag or at least agreeing to give the flag 
of the League an equal importance. It is possible that 
with a little statesmanship on both sides agreement can 
be reached on all these points without any infringement 
of the principles of either, but the greatest obstacle to- 
a satisfactory solution would still remain, — in the shape 
of the communalists of the Mahasabha, and the irrecon- 
cilables of Bengal, all of whom are not of the Maha- 
sabha alone. The right of the Congress to speak in the 
name of Hindus has been openly challenged and even 
the Jinnah-Prasad formula which did not satisfy the 
Moslems— and nothing on the lines of which is now 
likely to satisfy them — has been vehemently denounced 
by the Bengal Provincial Conference held at Vishnupur 
recently passed no extremely communal resolution, and? 
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that the latest utterances of the Congress President-elect 
on the communal situation generally and the Jinnah- 
Prasad formula in particular show some restraint. The 
only thing for Moslems to do in the circumstances is to 
wait and hope for the best, without relaxing their efforts 
to add daily to the strength of the League, for it will 
not do to forget that it is the growing power and repre- 
sentative character of the Muslim League which has 
compelled Congress leaders to recognize the necessity 
for an understanding with the Moslem community. 

Extract from the AW Times , Lahore. 

Dated the 1st March, 1938. 
THE COMMUNAL QUESTION 

In its last session at Haripura, the Indian National 
Congress passed a resolution for assuring minorities of 
their religious and cultural rights. The resolution was 
moved by Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru and was carried. 
The speech which Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru made on 
this occasion was as bad as any speech could be. If 
the resolution has to be judged in the light of that speech, 
then it comes to this that the resolution has been passed 
not in any spirit of seriousness, but merely as a meaning* 
less assurance to satisfy the foolish minorities who are 
clamouring “ for the satisfaction of the communal prob- 
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Ion.” Mr. Jawaharlal Nehru proceeded on jhe basis 
that there was really no communal question. We should 
like to rt produce the trenchant manner in which he put 
forward the proposition. He said : “ I have examined 
the so called communal question through the telescope 
and, if there is nothing, what can you see.” It appears 
to us that it is the height of dishonesty to move a reso- 
lution with these premises. If there is no minority 
question, why proceed to pass a resolution ?> Why not 
state that there is no minority question. This is not the 
first lime that Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru has expressed 
his complete inability to understand or see the communal 
question. When replying to a statement of Mr. Jinnah, 
he reiterated his conviction that in spite of his best 
endeavour to understand what Mr. Jinnah wanted, he 
could not get at what he wanted. He seems to think 
that with the Communal Award which the Congress has 
opposed, the seats in the Legislature have become 
assured and now nothing remains to be done. He repeats 
the defensive statement that the Communal Award is 
merely a problem created by the middle or upper classes 
for the sake of a few seats in the Legislature or appoint- 
ments in Government service or for Ministerial posi- 
tions. We should like to tell Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru 
that he has completely misunderstood the position of 
the Muslim minority and it is a matter of intense pain 
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that the President of an All India Organisation, which 
claims to represent the entire population of India, should 
be so completely ignorant of the demands of the Muslim 
minority. We shall set forth below some of the demands 
so that Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru may not have any 
occasion hereafter to say that he does not know what 
more the Muslims want. The Muslim demands are 
1. That the Congress shall henceforth withdraw all 
opposition to the Communal Award and should cease to 
prate about it as if it were a negation of nationalism. It 
ipay be a negation of nationalism but if the Congress has 
announced in its statement that it is not opposing the 
Communal Award, the Muslims want that the Congress 
should at least stop all agitation for the recession of the 
Communal Award. 2. The Communal Award merely 
settles the question of the representation of the Muslims 
and of other minorities in the Legislatures of the country. 
The further question of the representation of the mino* 
rities in the services of the country remains. Muslims 
demand that they are as much entitled to be represented 
in the services of their motherland as the Hindus and 
since the Muslims have come to realize by their bitter 
experience that it is impossible for any protection to be 
•extended to Muslim rights in the matter of their repre* 
sentation in the services, it is necessary that the share 
•of the Muslims in the services should be definitely 
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fixed in the constitution and by statutory enactment so 
that it may not be open to any Hindu head of any 
departing to ride rough shod over Muslim claims in 
the napie of “Efficiency.” Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru 
knows that in the name of efficiency and merit, the rights 
of Indians to man the services of their country was 
denied by the bureaucracy. Today when Congress is in 
power in 7 Provinces, the Muslims have a right to 
demand die Congress leaders that they shall unequi- 
vocally express themselves in this regard. 3. Muslims 
demand that the protection of their Personal Law and 
their culture shall be guaranteed by the statute. And 
as an acid test of the sincerity of Pandit Jawaharlal 
Nehru and the Congress in this regard, Muslims demand 
that the Congress should take in hand the agitation in 
connection with the Shahidganj Mosque and should use 
its moral pressure to ensure that the Shahidganj Mosque 
is restored to its original position and that the Sikhs 
desist from profane uses and thereby injuring the reli- 
gious susceptibilities of the Muslims. 4. Muslims 
demand that their right to call Azan and perform reli- 
gious ceremonies shall not be fettered in any way. We 
should like to tell Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru that in a 
village, in the Kasur Tehsil, of the Lahore District, 
known as Raja Jang, the Muslim inhabitants of that 
place are not allowed by the Sikhs to call out their Azans- 
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loudly. With such neighbours it is necessary to have a 
statutory guarantee that the religious rights of the Mus- 
lims shall not be in any way interfered with and on 
the advent of Congress rule to demand of the Congress 
that it shall use its powerful organization for the pre- 
vention of such an event. In this connection we should 
like to tell Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru that the Muslims 
claim cow slaughter as one of their religious rights and 
demand that so long as the Sikhs are permitted to earry 
on Jhatka and to live on Jhatka, the Muslims have every 
right to insist on their undoubted right to slaughter cows. 
Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru is not a very great believer in 
religious injunctions. He claims to be living on the 
economic plane and we should like Pandit Jawaharlal 
Nehru to know that for a Muslim the question of cow 
slaughter is a measure of economic necessity and that 
therefore does it not open to any Hindu to statutorily 
prohibit the slaughter of cows. 

5. Muslims demand that their majorities in the 
Provinces in which they are at present shall not be 
affected by any territorial redistributions or adjustments. 
The Muslims are at present in majority in the provinces 
of Bengal, Punjab, Sind, North West Frontier Province 
and Baluchistan. Let the Congress hold out the guaran- 
tee and express its readiness to the incorporation of this 
guarantee in the Statute that the present distribution of 
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the Muslim population in the various provinces shall 
not be interfered with through the medium of any terri- 
torial distribution or re-adjustment. 

6. The question of national anthem is another matter. 
Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru cannot be unaware that Mus- 
lims all over have refused to accept the Bande Mataram 
or any expurgated addition of that anti-Muslim song as 
a binding national anthem. If Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru 
cannot succeed in inducing the Hindu majority to drop 
the use of this song, then let him not talk so tall, and 
let him realize that the great Hindu mass does not take 
him seriously except as a strong force to injure the 
cause of Muslim solidarity. 

7. The question of language and script is another 
demand of the Muslims. The Muslims insist on Urdu 
being practically their national language ; they want 
statutory guarantees that the use of Urdu tongue shall 
not in any wiser manner be curtailed or damaged. 

8. The question of the representation of the Mus- 
lims in the local bodies is another unsolved question. 
Muslims demand that the principle underlying, the 
Communal Award, namely, separate electorates and 
representation according to population strength should 
apply uniformly in all the various local and other elected 
bodies from top to bottom. 
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We can go on multiplying this list but for the 
present we should like to know the reply of the Congress 
and Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru to the demands that we 
have set forth above. We should like Pandit Jawahar* 
lal Nehru fully to understand that the Muslims are more 
anxious than the Hindus to see complete independence 
in the real sense of that term established in India. They 
do not believe in any Muslim Raj for India and will 
fight a Hindu Raj tooth and nail. They stand for the 
complete freedom of the country and of all classes in- 
habiting this country, but they shall oppose the establish- 
ment of any majority raj of a kind that will make a 
clean sweep of the cultural, religious and political 
guarantees of the various minorities as set forth above. 
Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru is under the comforting im- 
pression that the questions set forth above are trivial 
questions but he should reconsider his position in the 
light of the emphasis and importance which the 
minorities which are affected by the programme of the 
Congress place on these matters. After all it is the 
minorities which are to judge and not the majorities. 
It appears to us that with the attitude of mind which 
Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru betrayed in his speech and 
which the seconder of that resolution equally exhibited 
in his speech, namely, that the question of minorities 
and majorities was an artificial one and created to suit 
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vested interests, it is obvious that nothing can come out 
of the talks that Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru recently 
initiated between himself and Mr. Jinnah. If the Con- 
gress is in the belief that this reiteration of its innane 
pledge to the minorities will satisfy them and that they 
will be taken in by mere words, the Congres is badly 
mistaken. 

From' Mr. Nehru to Mr. Jinnah. 

Dated Calcutta, April 6, 1938, 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

Your letter of the 17th March reached me in the 
Kumaun Hills where I had gone for a brief holiday. 
From there I have come to Calcutta. I propose to 
return to Allahabad today and I shall probably be there 
for the greater part of April. If it is convenient for 
you to come there we could meet. Or if it suits you 
better to go to Lucknow I shall try to go there. 

I am glad that you have indicated in your last letter 
a number of points which you have in mind. The 
enclosures you have sent mention these and I take it that 
they represent your viewpoint. I was somewhat sur- 
prised to see this list as I had no idea that you wanted 
to discuss many of these matters with us. Some of 
these are wholly covered by previous decisions of the 
* Congress, some others are hardly capable of discussion. 
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As far as 1 can make out from your letter and the 
enclosures you have sent, you wish to discuss the fol- 
lowing matters : 

1. The Fourteen Points formulated by the Muslim 
League in 1929. 

2. The Congress should withdraw all opposition to 
the Communal Award and should not describe 
it as a negation of nationalism. 

3. The share of the Muslims in the State services 
should be definitely fixed in the Constitution by 
statutory enactment. 

4. Muslim Personal Law and culture should be 
guaranteed by Statute. 

5. The Congress should take in hand the agitation 
in connection with the Shahidganj Mosque and 
should use its moral pressure to enable the 
Muslims to gain possession of the mosque. 

<6. The Muslims’ right to call Azan and perform 
religious ceremonies should not be fettered in 
any way. 

7. Muslims should have freedom to perform cow- 
slaughter. 

& Muslim majorities in the Provinces, where such 
majorities exist at present, must not be affected 
by any territorial redistribution or adjustments. 
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9. The Bande Mataram song should be given up. 

10. Muslims want Urdu to be the national language 
of Jndia and they desire to have statutory 
guarantees that the use of Urdu shall not be 
curtailed or damaged. 

11. Muslim representation in the local bodies should > 
be governed by the principles underlying the 
Communal Award, that is separate electorates 
and population strength. 

12. The tri-colour flag should be changed or, alter- 
natively, the flag of the Muslim League should 

• be given equal importance. 

13. Recognition of the Muslim League as the one 
authoritative and representative organization of 
Indian Muslims. 

14. Coalition ministries. 

It is further stated that the formula evolved by 
you and Babu Rajendra Prasad in 1935 does not satisfy 
the Muslims now and nothing on those lines will satisfy 
them. 

It is added that the list given above is not a com- 
plete list and that it can be augmented by the addition 
of further * demands.’ Not knowing these possible and 
unlimited additions I can say nothing about them. But 
I should like to deal with the various matters specifically 
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mentioned and to indicate what the Congress attitude 
has been in regard to them. 

But before considering them, the political and 
economic background of the free India we are working 
for has to be kept in mind, for ultimately that is the 
controlling factor. Some of these matters do not arise 
in considering an independent India or take a particular 
shape or have little importance. We can discuss them 
in terms of Indian independence or in terms of the 
British dominance of India continuing. The Congress 
naturaly thinks in terms of independence, though it 
adjusts itself occasionally to the pressure of transitional 
and temporary phases. It is thus not interested in 
amendments to the present constitution, but aims at its 
removal and its substitution by a constitution framed 
by the people through a Constituent Assembly. 

Another matter has assumed an urgent and vital 
significance and this is the exceedingly critical interna* 
tional situation and the possibility of war. This must 
concern India greatly and affect her struggle for free- 
dom. Ibis must therefore be considered the governing 
factor of the situation and almost everything else 
becomes of secondary importance, for all our efforts 
and petty arguments will be of little avail if the very 
foundation is upset. The Congress has clearly and 
repeatedly laid down its policy in the event of such a 

8 
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crisis and stated that it will he no party to imperialist 
war. The Congress will very gladly and willingly co- 
operate with the Muslim League and all other organi- 
zations and' individuals in the furtherance of this policy. 

I have carefully looked through the various matters 
to which you have drawn attention in your letter and 
its enclosures and I find that there is nothing in them 
which refers to or touches the economic demands of 
the masses or affects the all-important questions of 
poverty and unemployment. For all of us in India 
these are the vital issues and unless some solution is 
found for them, we function in vain. The question of 
State services, howsoever important and worthy of con- 
sideration it might be, affects a very small number of 
people. The peasantry, industrial workers, artisans and 
petty shop-keepers form the vast majority of the popu- 
lation and they are not improved in any way by any 
of the demands listed above. Their interests should 
be paramount. 

Many of the ‘demands’ involve changes of the 
constitution which we are not in a position to bring 
about. Even if some such changes are desirable in 
themselves, it is not our policy to press for minor con- 
stitutional changes. We want to do away completely 
with the present constitution and replace it by another 
for a free India. 
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In the same way the desire for statutory guarantees 
involves constitutional changes which we cannot give 
effect to. All we can do is to state that in a future consti- 
tution for a free India we want certain guarantees to he 
incorporated. We have done this in regard to religious, 
cultural, linguistic and other rights of minorities in the 
Karachi resolution on Fundamental Rights. We would 
like these fundamental rights to he made a part of the 
constitution. 

I now deal with the various matters listed above. 

1. The Fourteen Points, I had thought, were some- 
what out of date. Many of their provisions have been 
given effect to by the Communal Award and in other 
ways, some others are entirely acceptable to the Con- 
gress ; yet others require constitutional changes which, 
as I have mentioned above, are beyond our present 
competence. Apart from the matters covered by the 
Communal Award and those involving a change in the 
constitution, one or two matters remain which give rise 
to differences of opinion and which are still likely to 
lead to considerable argument. 

2. The Congress has clearly stated its attitude 
towards the Communal Award, and it comes to this that 
it seeks alterations only on the basis of mutual consent 
of the parties concerned. I do not understand how any 
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one can take objection to this attitude and policy. If we 
are asked to describe the Award as not being anti- 
national, that would be patently false. Even apart from 
what it gives to various groups, its whole basis and 
structure are anti-national and come in the way of the 
development of national unity. As you know it gives 
an overwhelming and wholly undeserving weightage 
to the European elements in certain parts of India. If 
we think in terms of an independent India, we cannot 
possibly fit in this Award with it. It is true that under 
stress of ciicumstances we have sometimes to accept as 
a temporary measme some thing that is on the face of 
it anti-national. It is also true that in the malteis gov- 
erned by the Communal Award we can only find a 
satisfactory and abiding solution by the consent and 
good-will of the parties concerned. That is the Congress 
policy. 

3. The fixing of the Muslims’ share in the State 
services by statutory enactment necessarily involves the 
fixing of the shares of other groups and communities 
similarly. This would mean a rigid and compartmental 
State structure which will impede progress and develop- 
ment. At the same time it is generally admitted that 
State appointments should be fairly and adequately 
distributed and no community should have cause to 
complain. It is far better to do this by convention and 
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agreement. The Congress is fully alive to this issue 
and desires to meet the wishes of various groups in the 
fullest measure so as to give to all minority communities, 
as stated in No. 11 of the Fourteen Points, “an 
adequate share in all the services of the State and in 
local self-governing bodies having due regard to the 
requirements of efficiency.” The State today is becoming 
more and more technical and demands expert knowledge 
in its various departments. It is right that, if a com* 
munity is backward in this technical and expert know* 
ledge, special efforts should be made to give it this 
education to bring it up to a higher level. 

I understand that at the Unity Conference held 
at Allahabad in 1933 or thereabouts, a mutually satis- 
factory solution of this question of State services was 
arrived at. 

4. As regards protection of culture the Congress 
has declared its willingness to embody this in the 
fundamental laws of the constitution. It has also 
declared that it does not wish to interfere in any way 
with the personal law of any community. 

5. I am considerably surprised at the suggestions 
that the Congress should take in hand the agitation in 
connection with the Shahidgunj mosque. That is a 
matter to be decided either legally or by mutual agree* 
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ment. Hie Congress prefers in all such matters the 
way of mutual agreement and its services can always 
be utilised for this purpose where there is no opening 
for them and a desire to this effect on the part of the 
parties concerned. I am glad that the Premier of the 
Punjab has suggested that this is the only satisfactory 
way to a solution of the problem. 

6. The right to perform religious ceremonies 
should certainly be guaranteed to all communities. The 
Congress resolution about this is quite cleai. I know 
nothing about the particular incident lelating to a 
Punjab village which has been lef erred to. No doubt 
many instances can be gathered together from various 
parts of India where petty interferences take place with 
Hindu, Muslim or Sikh ceremonies. These have to be 
tactfully dealt with wherever they arise. But the prin- 
ciple is quite clear and should be agreed to. 

7. As regards cow-slaughter there has been a 
great deal or entirely false and unfounded propaganda 
against the Congress suggesting that the Congress was 
going to stop it forcibly by legislation. The Congress 
does not wish to undertake any legislative action in this 
matter to restrict the established rights of the Muslims. 

8. The question of territorial distribution has not 
arisen in any way. If any when it arises it must be* 
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dealt with on the basis of mutual agreement of the 
parties concerned. 

9. Regarding the Bande Mataram song the 
Working Committee issued a long statement in October 
last to which I would invite your attention. First of 
all, it has to be remembered that no formal national 
anthem has been adopted by the Congress at any time. 
It is true, however, that the Bande Mataram song has 
been intimately associated with Indian nationalism for 
more than thirty years and numerous associations of 
sentiment and sacrifice have gathered round it. Popu- 
lar songs are not made to order, nor can they be success- 
fully imposed. They grow out of public sentiment. 
During all these thirty or more years the Bande Mataram 
song was never considered as having any religious signi- 
ficance and was treated as a national song in praise of 
India. Nor, to my knowledge, was any objection taken 
to it except on political grounds by the Government. 
When however some objections were raised, the Work- 
ing Committee carefully considered the matter and 
ultimately decided to recommend that certain stanzas, 
which contained certain allegorical references, might 
not be used on national platforms or occasions. The 
two stanzas thht have been recommended by die 
Working Committee for use as a national song have not 
a word or a phrase which can offend anybody from any 
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point of view and I am surprised that any one can object 
to them. They may appeal to some more than 
to others. Some may prefer another national song. 
But to compel large numbers of people to give up what 
they have long valued and grown attached to is to cause 
needless hurt to them and injure the national movement 
itself. It would be improper for a national organisa- 
tion to do this. 

10. About Urdu and Hindi I have previously 

written to you and have also sent you my pamphlet on 

“ The question of language.” The Congress has 
% 

declared in favour of guarantees for languages and 
culture. 1 want to encourage all the great provincial 
languages of India and at the same time to make 
Hindustani, as written both in nagri and Urdu scripts, 
the national language. Both scripts should be officially 
recognised and the choice should be left to the people 
concerned. In fact this policy is being pursued by the 
Congress Ministries. 

11. The Congress has long been of opinion that 
joint electorates are preferable to separate electorates 
from the point of view of national unity and harmonious 
co-operation between the different communities. But 
joint electorates, in order to have real value, must not be 
imposed on unwilling groups. Hence the Congress is 
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quite clear that their introduction should depend on their 
acceptance by the people concerned. This is the policy 
that is being pursued by the Congress Ministries in regard 
to Local bodies. Recently in a bill dealing with local 
bodies introduced in the Bombay Assembly, separate 
electorates were maintained but an option was given to 
the people concerned to adopt a joint electorate, if they so 
chose. This principle seems to be in exact accordance 
with No. 5 of the Fourteen Points, which lays down 
that “ Representation of communal groups shall con* 
tinue to be by means of separate electorate as at present, 
provided that it shall be open to any community, at any 
time, to abandon its separate electorate in favour of 
joint electorate.” It surprises me that tire Muslim 
League group in the Bombay Assembly should have 
opposed the Bill with its optional clause although this 
carried out the very policy of the Muslim League. 

May I also point out that in the resblution passed 
by the Muslim League in 1929, at the time it adopted 
the Fourteen Points, it was stated that the Mussalmans 
will not consent to joint electorates unless Sind is 
actually constituted into a separate province and reforms 
in fact are introduced in the N.W.F. Province and 
Baluchistan on the same footing as in other provinces.” 
Since then Sind has been separated and the N.W.F. 
Province has been placed on a level with other pro* 
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vinces. So far as Baluchistan is concerned the Congress 
is committed to a levelling up of this area in the same 
way. 

12. The national tri-colour flag was adopted 
originally in 1929 by the Congress after full and careful 
consultation with eminent Muslim, Sikh and other 
leaders. Obviously a country and national movement 
must have a national flag representing the nation and 
all communities in it. No communal flag can represent 
the nation. If we did not possess a national flag now 
we would have to evolve one. The present National 
Flag had its colours originally selected in order to 
reperesent the various communities, but we did not like 
to lay stress on this communal aspect of colours. 
Artistically I think the combination of orange, white 
and green has resulted in a flag which is probably the 
most beautiful of all national flags. For these many 
years our flag has been used and it has spread to the 
remotest village and brought hope and courage and a 
sense of all India unity to our masses. It has been 
associated with great sacrifices on the part of our people, 
including Hindus, Muslims and Sikhs, and many have 
suffered lathi blows and imprisonment and even death 
in defending it from insult or injury. Thus a powerful 
sentiment has grown up in its favour. On innumerable 
occasions Maulana Mohamed Ali, Maulana Shaukat 
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Ali and many leaders, of the Muslim League today have 
associated themselves with this flag and emjfhasised its 
virtues and significance as a symbol of Indian unity. It 
has spread outside the Congress ranks and been gene* 
rally recognised as the flag of the nation. It is difficult 
to understand how any one can reasonably object to it 
now. 

Communal flags cannot obviously take its place 
for that can only mean a host of flags of various com- 
munities being used together and thus emphasising our 
disunity and separateness. Communal flags might be 
used for religious functions hut they have no place at 
any national functions or over any public building 
meant for various communities. 

May I add that during the past few months, on 
several occasions, the National Flag has been insulted 
by some members of volunteers of the Muslim League. 
This has pained us greatly but we have deliberately 
avoided anything in the nature of conflict in order not 
to add to communal bitterness. We have also issued 
strict orders, and they have been obeyed, that no inter- 
ference should take place with the Muslim League Flag, 
•even though it might be inappropriately displayed. 

13. I do not understand what is meant by our 
recognition of the Muslim League as the one and only 
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organisation of Indian Muslims. Obviously the Muslim 

League k an important communal organisation and 

we deal with it as such. But we have to deal with all 

organisations and individuals that come within our 

hen. We do not determine the measure of importance 

or distinction they possess. There are a large number, 

about a hundred thousand, of Muslims on the Congress 

rolls, many of whom have been our close companions, 
* 

in prisons and outside, for many years and we value 
their comradeship highly. There are many organisa- 
tions which contain Muslims and non-Muslims alike, 
such as Trade Unions, Peasant Unions, Kisan Sabhas, 
Debt Committees, Zamindar Associations, Chambers of 
Commerce, Employers’ Association, etc., and we have 
contacts with them. There are special Muslim organi- 
sations such as the Jamiat-ul-Ulema, the Proja Party, 
the Ahrars and others, which claim attention. Inevit- 
ably the more important the organisation the more the 
attention paid to it, but this importance does not come 
from outside recognition but from inherent strength. 
And the other organisations, even though they might be 
younger and smaller, cannot be ignored. 

14. I should like to know what is meant by 
coalition ministries. A ministry must have a definite 
political and economic programme and policy. And 
other kind of ministry would be a disjointed and ineffec* 
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tive body, with no clear mind or direction. Given a 
common political and economic programme and policy, 
co-operation is easy. You know probably that some 
such co-operation was sought for and obtained by the 
Congress in the Frontier Province. In Bombay also 
repeated attempts were made on behalf of the Congress 
to obtain this co-operation on the basis of a common 
programme. The Congress has gone to the Assemblies 
with a definite programme and in furtherance of clear 
policy. It will always gladl\ co-operate with other 
groups, whether it is in a majoritv or a minority in an 
Assembly, in furtherance of that programme and policy. 
On that basis I conceive of even coalition ministries 
being formed. Without that basis the Congres has no 
interest in Ministry or in an Assembly. 

I have dealt, I am afraid at exceeding length, with 
the various points raised in your letter and its en- 
closures. I am glad that I have had a glimpse into your 
mind through this correspondence as this enables me to 
understand a little better the problems that are before 
you and perhaps others. I agree entirely that it is the 
duty of every Indian to bring about harmonious joint 
effort of all of us for the achievement of India’s freedom 
and the ending of the poverty of her people. For me, 
and I take it for most of us, the Congress has been a 
a means to that end and not an end in itself. It has 
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J)een a high privilege for us to work through the Congress 
because it has drawn to itself the love of millions of 
our countrymen, and through their sacrifice and united 
effort, taken us a long way to our goal. Bui much re • 
mains to be done and we have all to pull together to 
that end. 

Personally the idea of pacts and the like does not 
appeal to me, though perhaps they might be necessary 
occasionally. What seems to me far more important 
is a more basic understanding of each other, bringing 
with it the desire and ability to co-operate together. 
That larger co-operation, if it is to include our millions 
must necesarily be in the interests of these millions. 
My mind therefore is continually occupied with the 
problems of these unhappy masses of this country and 
I view all other problems in this light. I should live 
to view the communal problem also in this perspective 
for otherwise it has no great significance for me. 

You seem to imagine that I' wanted you to put 
forward suggestions as a petitioner, and then you propose 
that the Congress should officially communicate with 
you. Surely you have misunderstood me and done 
yourself and me an injustice. There is no question of 
petitioning either by you or by me, but a desire to 
understand each other and the problem that we have 
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been discussing. I do not understand the significance 
of your wanting an official intimation from the Congress. 
I did not ask you for an official reply on behalf of the 
Muslim League. Organ isations do not function in this 
way. It is not a question of prestige for the Congress 
or for any of us, for we are keener on reaching the goal 
we have set before us, than on small matters of prestige. 
The Congres is a ‘great enough organisation to ignore 
such petty matters, and if some of us have gained a 
measure of influence and popularity, we have done so 
in the shadow of Congress. 

You will remember that I took the initiative in 
writing to you and requesting you to enlighten me as 
to what your objection were to the Congress policy and 
what, according to you, were the points in dispute. I 
had read many of your speeches, as reported in the 
press, and I found to my regret that they were full of 
strong attacks on the Congress which, according to my 
way of thinking , were not justified. I wanted to remove 
any misunderstandings, where such existed, and to clear 
the air. 

I have found, chiefly in the Urdu press, the most 
astounding falsehoods about the Congress. I refer to 
facts, not to opinions, and to facts within my knowledge. 
Two days ago, here in Calcutta, I saw a circular letter 
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or notice issued by a secretary of a Muslim League. 
This contained a list of the so-called misdeeds of the 
U.P. Government. I read this with amazement for there 
was not an item of truth in most of the charges. I 
suppose they were garnered from the Urdu press. 
Through the press and the platform such charges have 
been repeated on numerous occasions and communal 
passions have thus been roused and bitterness created. 
This has grieved me and I have sought by writing to 
you and to Nawab Ismail Khan to find a way of check- 
ing this deplorable deterioration of our public life, as 
well as a surer basis for co-operation. That problem 
still faces us and I hope we shall solve it. 

I have mentioned earlier in this letter the critical 
international situation and the terrible sense of impend- 
ing catastrophe that hangs over the world. My mind 
is obsessed with this and I want India to realise it and 
be ready for all consequences, good or ill, that may 
flow from it. In this period of world crisis all of us, 
to whatever party or group we might belong and what- 
ever our differences might be, have the primary duty of 
holding together to protect our people from perils that 
might encompass them. Our differences and arguments 
seem trivial when the future of the world and of India 
bangs in the balance. It is in the hope that all of us will 
succeed in building up this larger unity in our country 
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that I have written to you and others repeatedly and 
at length. 

There is one small matter I should like to mention. 
The report of any speech at Haripura, as given in your 
letter and the newspaper article, is not correct. 

We have been corresponding for some time and 
many vague rumours float about as to what we have 
been saying to each other. Anxious inquiries come to 
me and I have no doubt that similar inquires are 
addresed to you also. I think that we might take the 
public into our confidence now for this is a public matter 
on which many are interested. I suggest therefore that 
our correspondence might be released to the press. I 
presume you will have no objection. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) Jawaharlal Nehru. 

From Mr. Jinnah to Mr. Nehru. 

Bombay, 

Dated, April 12, 1938. 

Dear Pandit Jawaharlal, 

I am in receipt of your letter of the 6th April, 1938. 
I am extremely obliged to you for informing me that 
you propose to return to Allahabad and shall probably 
be there for the greater part of April and suggesting 
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that, if it would be convenient for me to come there, 
we could meet, or, if it suits me better to go to Lucknow, 
you will try to go there. I am afraid that it is not 
possible for me owing to my other engagements, but I 
shall be in Bombay about the end of April and if it 
is convenient to you, I shall be very glad to meet you. 

As to the rest of your letter, it has been to me a 
most painful reading. It seems to me that you cannot 
even accurately interpret my letter, as you very honestly 
say that “ your mind is obsessed with the International 
situation and the terrible sense of impending catastrophe 
that hangs over the world ”, so you are thinking in terms 
entirely divorced from realities which face us in India. 
I can only express my great regret at your turning and 
twisting what I wrote to you and putting entirely a 
wrong complexion upon the position I have placed 
before you at your request. You have formulated 
certain points in your letter which you father upon me 
tb begin with as my proposals. I sent you extracts 
from the press which had recently appeared simply 
because I believed you when you repeatedly asserted 
and appealed to me that you would be grateful if I 
would refer you to any recent statements made in the 
press or platform which would help you in understand- 
ing matters. Those are some of the matters which are 
undoubtedly agitating Muslim India, but the question 
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how to meet them and to what extent and by what means 
.and methods, is the business, as I have said before, of 
every true nationalist to solve. Whether constitutional 
changes are necessary, whether we should do it by 
agreement or conventions and So forth, are matters, 

I thought, were for discussion, but I am extremely 
sorry to find that you have in your letter already pro- 
nounced your judgment and given your decisions on 
a good many of them with a preamble which negatives 
any suggestion of discussion which may lead to a settle- 
ment, as you start by saying u 1 was so much surprised 
to see this list as I have no idea dial you wanted to 
discuss many of these matters with us ; some of these 
are wholly covered by previous decisions of the Con- 
gress, some others are hardly capable of discussion, 
and then you proceed to your conclusions having 
formulated the points according to your own notions. 
Your tone and language again display the same arro- 
gance and militant spirit as if the Congress is the 
sovereign power and, as an indication, you extend your 
patronage by saying that “ obviously the Muslim League 
is an important communal organisation and we deal 
with it as su ch, as we have to deal with all organisations 
and individuals that come within our ken. We do not 
determine the measure of importance or distinction 
they possess ” arid then you mention various other 
organisations. Here I may add that in my opinion, as 
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I have publicly stated so often, that unless the Congress- 
recognises the Muslim League on a footing of complete- 
equality and is prepared as such to negotiate for a 
Hindu-Muslim settlement, we shall have to wait and 
depend upon our inherent strength which will “ deter- 
mine the measure of importance or distinction it 
possesses.” Having regard to your mentality it is 
really difficult for me to make you understand the 
position any further. Of course, as I have said before, 
I do not propose to discuss the various matters, referred 
to by you, by means of and through correspondence, 
as, in my opinion, that is not the way to tackle this 
matter. 

With regard to your reference to certain falsehoods 
that have appeared about the Congress in the Urdu 
press, which, you say, have astounded you, and with 
regard to the circular letter referred to about the mis- 
deeds of the U.P. Government, I can express no opinion 
without investigation, but I can give you numfier of 
falsehoods that have appeared in the Congress press 
and in statements of Congressmen with regard to the- 
All-India Muslim League, some of the leaders and those- 
who are connected with it. Similarly I can give- 
instances of reports appearing in the Congress press and 
speeches of Congressmen which are daily deliberately 
misrepresenting and vilifying the Muslim composition 1 
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of the Bengal, Sind, Punjab, and Assam Governments 
with a view to break those Governments, but that is 
not the subject matter of our correspondence and be* 
sides no useful purpose will be served in doing so. 

With regard to your request that our correspon- 
dence should be released to the press, I have no objec- 
tion provided the correspondence between me and 
Mr. Gandhi is also published simultaneously, as we 
both have referred to him and his correspondence with 
me in ours. You will please therefore obtain the 
permission of Mr. Gandhi to that effect or, if you wish, 
I will write to him, informing him that you desire to 
release the correspondence between us to the press and 
I am willing to agree to it provided he agrees that the 
correspondence between him and myself is also released. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) M. A. JlNNAH. 

From Mr. Nehru to Mr. Jinnah. 

Allahabad, 

Dated, April 16, 1938. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

Your letter of April 12th has just reached me. 

I am exceedingly sorry that anything that I have 
written to you should have caused you pain. It seems to 
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be true that we approach public problem from different 
standpoints and inevitably I try to place my view- 
point before you and seek to gain your appreciation, 
of it To say anything that might pain you would defeat 
my own purpose, even apart from its impropriety. At 
the same time 1 owe it to you and to myself to endeavour 
to place frankly before you how my mind works and 
what my views are on the subject matter under discus- 
sion. Our viewpoints might differ, but I do believe- 
that the margin of difference can be lessened by a frank, 
approach on either side. I have sought to make this 
approach in all sincerity and with every desire on my 
part not to say anything that might come in the way. 

In my last letter I dealt with the various points 
mentioned in the extracts you had sent me as I pre- 
sumed that, as you had drawn my attention to them, 
they might to a large extent represent what you had 
in mind. As you know I have been trying to get at 
these points of difference and when I saw something 
concrete I wanted to give my reaction to it. I tried to 
state what the Congress opinion has been in regard to 
them. There is no finality in day to day politics, 
although certain principles are supposed to govern 
policies. It is for the Congress, if it so chooses, to 
'vary any policy. All I can do is to state what the past 
and present policy is. 
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I regret that you think that I write in an arrogant 
and militant spirit and as if I considered the Congress 
as the sovereign power. I am painfully conscious of 
the fact that the Congress is not a sovereign power and 
that it is circumscribed in a hundred ways and further 
that it may have to go through the wilderness many a 
time again before it achieves its objective. You have 
referred to my obsession with the international situation 
and the sense of impending catastrophe that possesses 
me. If I feel that way, as I do, I can hardly grow 
complacent or imagine that the Congress is sovereign. 
But when I discuss Congres policies, as a Congressman 
I can, only repeat what these are and not bring in my 
own particular view on the subject, if these happen to 
be at variance with Congress resolutions. 

You point out to me that the Congress press has 
contained numerous falsehoods in regard to die Mus- 
lim League and some of its leaders, as well as the 
provincial governments of Bengal, Punjab, Sind and 
Assam. I entirely agree with you that falsehoods, 
misrepresentations and insinuations are to be deprecated 
and countered wherever they might occur, in the Urdu, 
Hindi or English press, or whatever the political 
complexion of the newspaper. There is no such thing 
as the Congress press over which the Congress has 
control, but it is true that many newspapers generally 
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support the Congress. But whether we can influence 
them or not, we certainly want to stop all such false 
and misleading statements and to express our dis- 
approval of them. In this matter I can only beg to you 
to point out specific instances so that we might take 
necessary action. 

I note that you say about the publication of our 
correspondence. I have not got with me copies of your 
correspondence with Mahatma Gandhi. I am therefore 
writing to him to seek his permission as suggested by 
you. 


I am afraid it will hardly be possible for me to 
visit Bombay in April or May. Early in June I intend 
sailing for Europe. In case I go to Bombay earlier 
I shall inform you so that we might have the oppor- 
tunity of meeting. I understand that you will be meeting 
Mahatma Gandhi in the near future. 


Yours sincerely, 
( Sd .) Jawaharlal Nehru. 


Press statement issued by Mr. M. A. Jinnah, 
President of the 1 Aft-India Muslim League while releas- 
ing die correspondence between him and Pandit 
Jawaharlal Nehru. 
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Mount Pleasant Road, 
Malabar Hill, Bombay. 
January 7, 1940. 

I regret to find that Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru, 
•during his recent tour in the Punjab and elsewhere, has 
thought fit to attack me in a manner unworthy of any 
responsible leader. He accuses me of being bent upon 
the preservation of British domination over India which 
I can only characterise as not only unwarranted, but 
mean. The reasons for his refusing to continue his 
talks with me, as given by him, far from correct, are 
misleading and unfair. 

I would not further comment upon his reckless 
and irresponsible pronouncements, but I shall rest 
content with releasing the correspondence between us 
on the subject. This will show the true reasons for his 
refusing to proceed further in the matter, and I leave 
it to the public to judge the impossible attitude that is 
being taken up by him and the Congress. 


From Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru to Mr. M. A. 


Jinnah. 


Anand Bhawan, 
Allahaba d, December 1, 1939. 


"My dear Jinnah, 

When we met last in 


Delhi, it was agreed that we 
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should meet again to discuss various aspects of the 
communal problem. You told me that on your return 
to Bombay you would write to me suggesting some date 
for such a meeting. I have been looking forward to 
your letter since then. I hope that whenever it is 
convenient for you to fix date you will kindly let me 
know. 

Sir -Stafford Cripps is coming to India soon and 
is likely to spend two or three weeks in this country. 
He is on his way to China. I do not yet exactly know 
when he will reach here, but probably he will come in 
about a week’s time. During his brief stay in India he 
would like to meet you if that is possible. I do not 
know his programme at all, nor do I know what cities 
he intends visiting. But I take it that he will go to 
Bombay. Could you kindly let me know if you are- 
likely to be in Bombay about the third week of this 
month or later ? This information might help him to 
arrange his programme. He is coming by air and will’ 
land in Allahabad. 


Yours sincerely, 
( Sd .) Jawaharlal Nehru. 



WITH MR. JINNAH 


m 


From Mr. M. A. Jinnah to Pandit Jawaharlal 
Nehru. 


Mount Pleasant Road, 
Malabar Hill, 
Bombay, 

4th December 1939. 

My dear Jawahar, 


I am in receipt’ of your letter of the 1st December, 
and thank you for it. As at present advised I hope to 
be in Bombay for the next two or three weeb, and if 
it is convenient to you I shall be very glad to see you 
and fix up any date that may suit you. Please, therefore, 
let me know what date and time will suit you. 

As regards Sir Stafford Cripps, I received a letter 
from him, and I have already replied to him c/o your 
address as directed by him, and as I have already stated 
I shall be here in Bombay and as he is arriving at 
Allahabad on the 8th, as I understand from his letter, 
1 shall be very glad to see him when he is in Bombay. 
On hearin g from him I shall fix up also the date anJ 
time that may suit him. 


Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) M. A. Jinnah. 
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From Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru to Mr. M. A. 
.Jinnah. 

Anand Bhawan, 
Allahabad, December 9, 1939. 

My Dear Jinnah, 

Two days ago I sent you a letter informing you 
that I intended going to Bombay soon and hoped to 
meet you there. Yesterday morning I read in the news- 
papers your statement fixing December 22nd as a day 
of deliverance and thanksgiving as a mark of relief that 
the Congress Governments have at last ceased to func- 
tion. I have read this statement very carefully more 
than once and have given twenty-four hours thought to 
the matter. It is not for me, in this letter, to enter into 
-any controversy about facts or impressions or con- 
clusions. You know my views about these, formed, I 
hope, in all earnestness and with all desire to find the 
truth. It may be that I am mistaken, but I have sought 
more light and that light has not come. 

But what has oppressed me terribly since yesterday 
is the realisation that our sense of values and objectives 
in life and politics differs so very greatly. I had hoped, 
after our conversations, that this was not so great, but 
now the gulf appears to be wider than ever. Under 
these cirtumstances, I wonder what purpose will be 
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served by our discussing with each other the problems 
that confront us. There must be some common ground 
for discussion, some common objective aimed at, for 
that discussion to yield fruit. I think. I owe it to you 
as well as to myself to put this difficulty before you. 

You were good enough to show me in Delhi a letter 
you had received from Bijnor. I enquired into the 
matter and am informed that the version of facts given 
to you is not correct and is wholly misleading. If you 
would care to have an explanation of what happened. 

I could obtain it for you from Bijnor. For this purpose, 

I would like to have a copy of the letter you showed me 
in Delhi. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Si.) Jawaharlal Nehru. 

From Mr. M. A. J'innah to Pandit Jawaharlal 

Mount Pleasant Road, 
Malabar Hill, 
Bombay, 

13th December 1939. 

I am in receipt of your letter of the 19th December. 
I did not know where to address my reply to yon 


Nehru. 


Dear Jawaharlal, 
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as your movements were reported in the press to be 
uncertain. The latest announcement is that you are 
arriving in Bombay on the 14th of December and I am 
therefore sending this letter to your Bombay address. 
I quite agree with you that “ there must be some com- 
mon ground for discussion, some common objective 
aimed at for that discussion to yield fruit ” ; that is 
the very reason why I made it clear in our conversations 
at Delhi in October last to Mr. Gandhi and yourself. 
First, that so long as the Congress is not prepared to 
treat the Muslim League as the authoritative and re- 
presentative organisation of the Mussalmans of India, 
it was not possible to carry on talks regarding the Hindu- 
Muslim settlement as that was the basis laid down by 
the working committee of the All-India Muslim League, 
and second, that we cannot endorse the Congress demand 
for the declaration as laid down in the resolution of 
the Working Committee confirmed by the AU-nldia 
Congress Committee of 10th October 1939, apart from 
the nebulous and impracticable character of it, till we 
reach an agreement with regard to the minority problem. 
The Muslim League was also not satified with the 
declaration made by the Viceroy. If happily we could 
settle the Hindu-Muslim question, then we would be in 
a position to evolve an agreed formula for a demand of 
declaration by His Majesty’s Government that would 
satisfy us ; neither the first nor the second suggestion of 
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mine was acceptable to Mr. Gandhi or to yourself at 
Delhi, but you were good enough to express your wish 
that you would like to meet me again and 1 said that 1 
would be always glad to see you. In reply to your letter 
of the 1st December expressing your wish to see me in 
Bombay, I informed you that I shall be in Bombay 
till the 3rd week of December and I shall be glad to 
see you, and I can only say that if you desire to discuss 
the matter further I am at your disposal. 

As regards your reference to the Bijnor incident 
I am sure that you will agree with me that it requires 
a thorough judicial examination and enquiry before 
any conclusion can be arrived at, and it is hardly worth 
our while to deal with one instance, for in my judgment 
the whole working of the constitution and our charges 
against the Congress Government must be thoroughly 
examined by a Royal Commission. 


Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) M. A. Jinnah. 


Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru, c/o Mr. Hathi Singh, 
Sakina Mansion, 

Carmichael Road, 

BOMBAY. 
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From Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru to Mr. M. A. 
Jinnah. 

Sakina Mansion, 
Carmichael Road, 
Bombay. 

December 14, 1939 

My dear Jinnah, 

Thank you for your letter of the 13th December 
which was delivered to me in the forenoon today on 
my arrival here. I sent you my last letter from Allaha- 
bad after reading and giving full thought to your state- 
ment about the celebration of “a day of deliverance 
and thanksgiving ” by the Muslims. This statement had 
distressed me greatly as it made me realise that the 
gulf that separated us in our approach to public 
problems was very great. In view of this fundamental 
difference, I wondered what common ground there was 
for discussion and I put my difficulty before you. That 
difficulty remains. 

In your letter you have emphasized two other 
preliminary conditions before any common ground for 
discussion can arise. The first is that the Congress 
must treat the Muslim League as the authoritative and 
representative organisation of the Mussalmans of India. 
The Congress has always considered the League as a very 
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important and influential organisation of the Muslims 
and it is because of this that we have been eager to 
settle any differences that may exist between us. But 
presumably what you suggest is something more and 
involves some kind of repudiation by us or dissociation 
from other Muslims who are not in the League, who 
have been and are our closest colleagues. J There are, 
as you know, a large number of Muslims in the Congress, 
who have been and are our closest colleagues. There are 
Muslim organisations like the Jamiat-ul-Ulema, the 
All-India Shia Conference, the Majlis-e-Ahrar, the All- 
India Momin Conference, etc., apart from trade unions 
and peasant unions which have many Muslims as their 
members. As a general rule, many of these organisa- 
tions and individuals have adopted the same political 
platform as we have done in the Congress. We cannot 
possibly dissociate ourselves from them or disown them 
in any way. 

You have rightly pointed out on many occasions 
that the Congress does not represent every body in India. 
Of course not. It does not represent those who disagree 
with it, whether they are Muslims or Hindus. In the 
ultimate analysis it represents its members and 
sympathisers. So also die Muslim League, as any other 
organisation, represents its own members and sympa- 
thisers. But there is this vital difference that while 
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die Congress constitutionally has its membership open 
to all who subscribe to its objective and methods, the 
Muslim League is only bpeft to Muslims. Thus the 
Congress constitutionally has a national basis and it 
cannot give that up without putting an end to its exis- 
tence. There are many Hindus, as you know, in the 
Hindu Mahasabha who oppose the idea of The Congress 
represnting the Hindus as such. Then there are the 
Sikhs arid others who claim that they should be heard 
when communal matters are considered. 

I am afraid therefore that if your desire is that 
we should consider the League as the sole organisation 
representing the Muslims to the exclusion of all others, 
we are wholly unable to accede to it. It would be 
equally at variance with facts if we made a similar 
claim for the Congress, in spite of the vastness of the 
Congress organisation. But I would venture to say that 
such questions do not arise when two organisations deal 
with each other and consider problems of mutual 
interest. 

Your second point is that the Muslim League 
cannot endorse the Congress demand for a declaration 
from the British Government. I regret to learn this for 
this means that, apart from communal questions, we 
differ entirely on purely political grounds. The Con- 
gress demand is essentially for a declaration of war aims 
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and more especially for a declaration of Indian inde* 
pendence and the right of the Indian people to frame 
their own constitution without external interference. If 
the Muslim League does not agree to this, this means 
that our political objectives are wholly dissimilar. Tire 
Congress demand is not new. It is inherent in article 
one of the Congress and all our policy for many years 
past has been based on it. It is inconceivable to me 
how the Congress can give it up or even vary it. Per- 
sonally I would be entirely opposed to any attempt at 
variation. But this is not a personal matter. There is 
a resolution of the All-India Congiess Committee, en- 
dorsed by a thousand meetings all over India, and I am 
powerless to ignore it. 

It thus seems that politically we have no common 
ground and that our objectives are different. That in 
itself makes discussion difficult and fruitless. What led 
me to write my last letter to you ajso remains the 
propspect of a celebration of a day of deliverance by 
the Muslims as suggested by you. That raises very vital 
and far-reaching issues, in which I need not go now, 
but which must influence all of us. That approach to 
the communal problem cannot be reconciled with an 
attempt to solve it. 

I feel therefore that it will serve little purpose for 
us to meet at this stage and under these conditions with 



148 


leaders’ correspondence 


this background. I should like to assure you however 
that we are always prepared to have free and frank 
discussions of the communal or other problems as 
between the Congress and the League. 

I note what you say about the Bijnor incident. It 
has been our misfortune that charges are made in a 
one-sided way and they are never inquired into or dis- 
posed of. You will appreciate that it is very easy to 
make complaints and very unsafe to rely upon them 
without due inquiry. 

Yours sincerely, 

( Sd .) Jawaharlal Nehru. 

M. A. Jinnah Esq., 

Mount Pleasant Road, 

Malabar Hill, 

BOMBAY. 

Letter from Mr. M. A. Jinnah to Pandit Jawahar- 
lal Nehru. 

Mount Pleasant Road, 
Malabar Hill, 
December 15, 1939. 

Bombay, 

Dear Jawaharlal, 

I am in receipt of your letter of the 14th December 
1939 and I am sorry to say that you have not appre- 
ciated my position with regard to the second point 1 
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did not say that Muslim League cannot endorse the 
Congress demand for a declaration from British Gov- 
ernment. What I have said was that we cannot endorse 
the Congress demand for the declaration as laid down 
in the resolution of the working committee and confirmed 
by the All-India Congress Committee of the 10 th Octo- 
ber 1939 for the reasons / have already specified in 
my letter. 

If this resolution of the Congress cannot he modi- 
fied in any way and as you say that personally you 
would be entirely opposed to any attempt at variation 
of it and as you make it clear that you are wholly un- 
able to treat with the Muslim League as the authoritative 
and representative organisation of the Mussalmans of 
India, may I know in these circumstances what do you 
expect or wish me to do. 

Yours sincerely, 

(. Sd .) M. A. Jinnah. 

Letter from Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru to Mr. M. A. 
Jinnah. 

Bombay, December 16, 1939. 

My Dear Jinnah, 

Thank you for your letter of December 15th. 

I realise the difference you have pointed out. Of 
course the Muslim League cannot oppose the idea of 
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any declaration. What the Congress had asked for 
was an enunciation of war aims and a recognition of 
India’s independence and the right of her people to 
frame their constitution, a right that must necessarily 
be inherent in independence. All these are basic prin- 
ciples which flow from our objective of independence, 
and as the Muslim League has the same declared objec- 
tive, there should be no difference of opinion about 
them. In the application of these principles many im- 
portant matters will no doubt have to be considered. 
But so far as the basic demands are concerned, they are 
of the very essence of Indian nationalism. To give 
them up or to vary them materially is to knock down 
our case for independence, 

In regard to the war also the Congress has 
repeatedly declared its policy during the last eleven 
years. The present declaration is a logical outcome of 
that policy. I have personally had some share in 
shading this policy and I have attached importance 
to it. You will appreciate that it is exceedingly 
difficult, apart from the question of desirability, to 
vary such long-established and fundamental policies. 
These policies are political in their essence and, I would 
venture to say, are the only policies which flow from a 
demand for Indian freedom. Details may be considered 
and discussed, their application should be worked out 
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in mutual co-operation and, in particular, the interests 
of various groups and minorities should be considered 
carefully and protected. But to challenge the very basis 
of that declaration is to demonstrate that there is a great 
difference in political outlook and policies. This, as 
such, has nothing to do with the Hindu-Muslim problem. 
It is because of this that I feel that there is little in 
common in our political objectives. 

May I say again that no one on our behalf, so 
far as I know, challenges or minimises the authority, 
influence and importance of the Muslim League. It is 
for this reason that we have been eager to discuss 
matters with it and to arrive at a satisfactory solution 
of the problems that confront us. Unfortunately we never 
seem to reach even the proper discussion of these prob- 
lems as various hurdles and obstructions, in the shape 
of conditions precedent, come in our way. These con- 
ditions precedent, as I have ventured to point out to 
you, have far-reaching significance. I do not know 
why they should be allowed to obstruct all progress or 
prevent us from considering these problems. It should 
not be difficult to remove these hurdles and come to 
grips with the subject itself. But as these hurdles 
continue and others are added to them, I am compelled 
to think that the real difficulty is the difference in 
political outlook and objectives. 
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At the present moment, the decision to have an 
all India demonstration on December 22nd has added 
a psychological barrier which effectively prevents 
mutual' approach and discussion. I regret this exceed’ 
ingly and have earnestly wished that you would see 
your way to remove this barrier which is leading and 
can only lead to ill-will. I still hope that you may 
be able to do so. 

I do wish to assure you that for my part I do not 
want to leave any stone unturned which can lead to 
mutual understanding and settlement. But you will 
not have me, as I do not want to have you, leave integrity 
of mind and purpose in pursuit of anything. Nothing 
worthwhile can be gained that way. I have deep 
political convictions and I have laboured in accordance 
with them these many years. I cannot leave them at 
any time, much less now when the world is in the 
throes of a terrific crisis. 

Yours sincerely, 
( Sd ) Jawaharlal Nehru. 


M. A. Jinnah Esq., 
Mount Pleasant Road, 
Malabar Hill, 
Bombay. 



CORRESPONDENCE: 

MR. JINNAH 
& 

SUBHAS CHANDRA BOSE 
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Correspondence between Mr. Subha9 Chand ra 
Bose, the then President of the Congress and Mr. M. A. 
Jinnah, the President of the All-India Muslim League. 

Copy of the note handed over by Mr. Bose to 
Mr. Jinnah. 

1938 

In the course of the talks between the Congress 
President and Mr. M. A. Jinnah, President of the All 
India Muslim League, Mr. Jinnah suggested that any 
agreement that might be arrived at should be based on 
a clear understanding of the position of the Congress 
and that of the Muslim League. He proposed that the 
conversation should proceed on the following basis : — 

“ The All-India Muslim League as the authoritative 
and the representative organisation of the Indian Mus- 
lims, and the Congress as the authoritative organisation 
of the solid body of Hindu opinion, have hereby agreed 
to the following terms by way of a pact between the two 
major communities and as a settlement of the Hindu- 
Muslim question.” 

After further consideration a somewhat different 
wording was suggested by him as follows : — 

“ The Congress and the All India Muslim League 
as the authoritative and representative organisation of 
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the Mussalmans of India have hereby agreed to the 
following terms of a Hindu-Muslim settlement by way 
of a pact.” 

The second statement, though shorter, apparently 
embodies the same idea which is given in the first, that 
is, that the Congress should represent the Hindus and 
the Muslim League the Mussalmans. 

The Congress cannot possibly consider itself or 
function as if it represented one community only, even 
though that might be the majority community in India. 
Its doors must inevitably be open to all communities 
and it must welcome all Indians who agree with its 
general policy and methods. It cannot accept the posi- 
tion of representing one community and thus itself 
becoming a communal organisation. At the same time 
the Congress is perfectly willing to confer and co-operate 
with other organisations which represent minority 
ihterests. 

It is obvious that the Mussalmans of India, though 
a minority in the whole country, form a very consider- 
able part of the population and their wishes and desires 
must be considered in any scheme affecting India. It 
is also true that the All India Muslim League is an 
organisation representing a large body of Muslim 
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opinion which must carry weight. It is lor this reason 
that the Congress has endeavoured to understand the 
view-point of the League and to come to an understand- 
ing with it. The Congress, however, would be bound 
to consult other existing Muslim organisations which 
have co-operated with the Congress in the past. Further 
in the event of other group or minority interests being 
involved it will be necessary to consult representatives 
of such interests. 


Letter from Mr. Bose to Mr. Jinnah. 

Bombay, May 15, 1938. 


Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

Last night I gave you a note explaining our posi- 
tion. You asked me what constructive proposals we 
had to make. I think the note is self-explanatory. 
Having made known the Congress reaction to your 
suggestion, according to us, it remains now to proceed 
to the next stage namely appointment of respective 
committees which will jointly settle the terms of 
understanding. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) Subhas C. Bose. 
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Letter from Mr. Jinnah to Mr. Bose. 

Bombay, 16th May, 1938. 

Dear Mr. Bose, 

I acknowledge the receipt of a note you handed 
over to me on behalf of the Congress on the 14th, and 
also I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
dated 15th of May, 1938. The matter will be placed 
before the Executive Council and the Working Com- 
mittee of the All-India Muslim League at a meeting to be 
called in the first week of June, and I will communicate 
to you the decision as soon as possible. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) M. A. Jinnah. 

Letter from Mr. M. A. Jinnah to Mr. Bose. 

Bombay, 5th June, 1938. 

Dear Mr. Bose, 

I am enclosing herewith unanimous opinion of the 
Executive Council of the All India Muslim League as 
promised by me in my letter dated the 16th of May with 
reference to the note given to me by you on behalf of 
the Congress and your letter of the 15th of May 1938. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) M. A. Jinnah. 
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Resolution No. 1— 

The Executive Council of the All India Muslim 
League has considered the note handed over by the 
President Mr. S. Rose on behalf of the Congress to 
Mr. Jinnah the President of the All-India Muslim League 
on the 14th May and his letter of the 15th May 1938 and 
find that it is not possible for the All-India Muslim 
League to treat or negotiate with the Congress the 
question of Hindu-Muslim settlement except on the basis 
that the Muslim League is the authoritative and represen- 
tative organisation of the Mussalmans of India. 

Resolution No. 2 — 

The Council have also considered the letter of Mr. 
Gandhi dated the 22nd May 1938 and are of opinion 
that it is not desirable to include any Muslim in the 
personnel of the proposed Committee that may be 
appointed by the Congress. 

Resolution No. 3 — 

The Executive Council wish to make it clear that 
it is the declared policy of the All India Muslim League 
that all other minorities should have their rights and 
interest safe-guarded so as to create a sense of security 
amongst them and win their confidence and the All 
India Muslim League will consult the representatives of 
such minorities and any other interest as may be 
involved, when necessary. 
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Letter from Subhas Chandra Bose to Mr. M. A. 
Jinnah. 

Wardha, 25th July, 1938. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

The Working Committee has given all the attention 
it was possible for it to give to the resolutions of the 
Muslim League you were good enough to enclose with 
your letter of the 5th June 1938. The first resolution 
of the League Council defines the status of the League. 
If it means that, before we proceed to set up a machinery 
for considering the terms of settlement of the communal 
question, the Congress should recognise the status as 
defined in that resolution, there is an obvious difficulty. 
Though the resolution does not use the adjective ‘ only ’, 
the language of the resolution means that the adjective 
is understood. Already the Working Committee has 
received warnings against recognising the exclusive 
status of the League. There are Muslim organisations 
which have been functioning independently of the 
Muslim League. Some of them are staunch supporters 
of the Congress. Moreover, there are individual 
Muslims who are Congressman, some of whom exercise 
no inconsiderable influence in the country. Then there 
is the Frontier Province which is overwhelmingly 
Muslim and which is solidly with the Congress. You 
will see that in the face of these known facts it is not 
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only impossible, but improper for the Congress to make 
the admission which the first resolution of the League 
Council apparently desires the Congress to make. It 
is suggested that the status of organisations does not 
accrue to them by any defining of it. It comes through 
the service to which a particular organisation has dedi* 
cated itself. The Working Committee therefore hopes 
that the League Council will not ask the Congress to 
do the impossible. Is it not enough that the Congress 
is not only willing but eager to establish die friendliest 
relations with the League and to come to an honourable 
understanding over the much vexed Hindu-Muslira 
question ? 

At this stage it may perhaps be as well to state 
the Congress claim. Though it is admitted that the 
largest n umb er of persons to be found on the numerous 
Congress registers are Hindus, the Congress has a fairly 
large number of Muslims and members of other com- 
munities professing different faiths. It has been an 
unbroken tradition with the Congress to represent all 
communities, all races, and all clashes to whom India 
is their home. From its inception it has often had dis- 
tinguished Muslims as Presidents and as General 
Secretaries who enjoyed the confidence of the Congress 
and of the country. The Congress tradition is that 
though a Congressman does not cease to belong to die 

11 
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Faith in which he is bom and bred up, no one comes 
to the Congress by virtue of his faith ; he is in and of 
the Congress by virtue of his endorsement of the political 
principles and policy of the Congress. The Congress 
therefore is in no sense a communal organisation. In 
fact it has always fought the communal spirit because 
it is detrimental to the growth of pure and undefiled 
nationalism. But whilst the Congress makes this claim, 
and has taught, with more or less success, to live up to 
the claim, the Working Committee asks for no recogni- 
tion from the League Council. The Committee would 
be glad if your Council would come to an understanding 
with the Congress in order that we might achieve national 
solidarity and whole-heartedly work for realising our 
common destiny. 

As to the 'second resolution of the Council, I am 
afraid that it is not possible for the Working Committee 
to conform to the desire expressed therein. 

t 

The third resolution, the Working Committee is 
unable to understand. So far as the Working Committee 
is aware, the Muslim League is purely a communal 
organisation, in the sense that it seeks to serve Muslim 
interests and its membership too is open only to Muslims. 
The Working Committee also has all along understood 
that so far as the League is concerned, it desires, and 
rightly, a settlement with the Congress on the Hindu- 
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Muslim question and not on questions affecting all 
minorities. So far as the Congress is concerned, if the 
other minorities have a grievance against the Congress, 
it is always ready to deal with them as it is its bounden 
duty to do, being by its very constitution and organisa- 
tion representative of all India without distinction of 
caste or creed. 

In view of the foregoing I hope that it will be 
possible for us to take up the next stage in our negotia- 
tions for* reaching settlement. 

It is suggested that as the previous correspondence 
has already been published, it would be wise to take 
the public into confidence and publish the subsequent 
correspondence between us. If you are agreeable these 
documents will be immediately released for publication. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) Subhas C. Bose. 

Letter from Mr. M. A. Jinnah to Mr. S. Bose. 

Dated 2nd August, 1938. 

Dear Mr. Bose, 

I placed your letter dated the 25th of July 1938 
before the meeting of the Executive Council of the All 
India Muslim League. 

The Executive Council gave its earnest attention 
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and careful consideration to the arguments which were 
argued in your letter for persuading it not to claim the 
status it has done in its resolution No. 1 already com- 
municated to you. I am desired to state that in defining 
die status the Council was not actuated by any motive of 
securing an admission, but had merely stated an 
accepted fact. 

The ‘Council is fully convinced that the Muslim 
League is the only authoritative and representative 
political organisation of the Mussalmans of Incfia. This 
position was accepted when die Congress-League Pact 
was arrived at in 1916 at Lucknow and ever since, till 
1935 when Jinnah-Rajendra Prashad conversation took 
place, it has not been questioned. The All-India 
Muslim League, therefore, does not require any admis- 
sion or recognition from the Congress and not did the 
resolution of the Executive Council passed at Bombay. 
But in view of the fact that the position — in fact the very 
existence — of the League had been questioned by Pandit 
Jawaharlal Nehru, the President of the Congress, in 
one of his statements wherein he asserted that there 
were only two parties in the country viz the British 
Government and the Congress, it was considered neces- 
sary by the Executive Council to inform the Congress 
of the basis on which the negotiations between the two 
Organisations could proceed. 
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Besides, the very fact that the Congress approached 
the Muslim League to enter into negotiations for a 
settlement of the Hindu-Muslim question it presupposed 
the authoritative and representative character of the 
League and as such its right to come to an agreement 
on behalf of the Mussalmans of India. 

The Council are aware of the fact that there is a 
Congress coalition government in N.W.F.P. and also 
that there are some Muslims in the Congress organisation 
in other provinces. But the Council is of opinion that 
these Muslims in the Congress do not and cannot 
represent the Mussalmans of India, for the simple 
reason that their number is very insignificant' and that 
as members of the Congress they have disabled them* 
selves from representing or speaking on behalf of the 
Muslim community. Were it not so, the whole claim 
of the Congress alleged in your letter regarding its 
national character would fall to the ground. 

As regards “ the other Muslim organisations " to 
which reference has been made in your letter, but whom 
you have not even named, the Council considers that 
it would have been more proper if no reference had been 
made to them. If they collectively or individually had 
been in a position to speak on behalf of the Mussalmans 
of India, the negotiations with the Muslim League for 
a settlement of the Hindu-Muslim question would not 
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have been initiated by the President of the Congress and 
Mr. Gandhi. However, so far as the Muslim League is 
concerned it is not aware that any Muslim political 
organisation has ever made a claim that it can speak 
or negotiate on behalf of the Muslims of India. It is, 
therefore, very much to be regretted that you should 
have referred to “ other Muslim organisations ” in this 
connection. 

The Council is equally anxious to bring about a 
settlement of “the much vexed Hindu-Muslim question” 
and thus hasten the realization of the common goal, but 
it is painful to find that subtle arguments ate being 
introduced to cloud the issue and retard the progress 
of the negotiations. 

In view of the facts stated above the Council still 
hopes that the representative character of the Muslim 
League will not be questioned and that the Congress will 
proceed to appoint a committee on that basis. 

With reference to the second resolution the Council 
wishes to point out that it considered undesireable the 
inclusion of Mussulmans in the Committee that might 
be appointed by the Congress because it would meet to 
solve and settle the Hindu-Muslim question and so in 
the very nature of the issues involved they would not 
command the confidence of either Hindu or the Mus- 
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salmans and their position indeed would be most 
embarrassing. The Council, therefore, request you to 
consider the question in the ligjht oi the above 
observations. 

With reference to the third resolution it was the 
memorandum of the Congress referred to in your letter 
dated the 15th of May 1938 in which mention of other 
minorities was made and the Muslim League expressed 
its willingness to consult them, if and when it was 
necessary in consonance with its declared policy. 

As regards your desire for the release of the 
correspondence, including this letter, for publication 
the Council has no objection to your doing so. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) M. A. JlNNAH. 

Letter from Mr. Subhas Chandra Bose to Mr. M. A. 
Jinnah. 

Calcutta, 2nd October, 1938. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

Your letter of the 2nd August, 1938 has been 
placed before the Working Committee. After due 
deliberation it has resolved to reply as follows 

“Though there are inaccuracies in your letter 
no purpose will be served by dwelling on them. The 
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substance of your letter seems to be that the League does 
not expect the Congress, whether implicitly or explicitly, 
to acknowledge its status as the authoritative Muslim 
organisation of India. If this view is accepted by the 
League, I am authorised to state that the Working 
Committee will confer with the Committee that may he 
appointed by the League to draw up the terms of 
settlement. 

“The Working Committee will be represented by 
at least five of its members at the sitting of the Con- 
ference.” 

“ As the previous correspondence has already been 
released for publication, I am taking the liberty of 
issuing this to the Press.” 

Yours sincerely, 
( Sd .) Subhas C. Bose. 

Letter from Mr. M. A. Jinnah to Mr. Bose. 

Little Gibbs Road, Malabar Hill, 
Bombay, 10th October, 1938. 


Dear Mr. Bose, 

I am in receipt of your letter dated the 2nd of 
October which was placed before the Executive Council. 
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1 am authorised to state in reply as follows : — 

The Executive Council of the All India Muslim 
League regret very much that the Working Committee 
of the Congress should have entirely misread my letter 
dated the 2nd of August 1938 which is quite clear and 
does not require any elucidation or further interpreta- 
tion. The Muslim League are still ready to proceed 
with the negotiations for settlement of the Hindu- 
Muslim question on the basis defined by my letter 
referred to above and would appoint its representatives 
to meet the Committee that may be appointed by the 
Congress on the footing indicated by us in our three 
resolutions of the 5th of June }938 already communi- 
cated to you. 

As all the Correspondence so far in this connection 
has been published I am issuing this to the Press. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) M. A. JlNNAH. 




CORRESPONDENCE: 

MR. JINNAH 
& 

SIR TEJ BAHADUR SAPRU 
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1941 

Press statement issued by Mr. M. A. Jinnah, Pre- 
sident of the All-India Muslim League while releasing 
the correspondence between him and Sir Tej Bahadur 
Sapru. Nandi Hills, May 1, 1941. 

“ Let me at once deal with at least one point in 
the personal statement of Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru pub- 
lished on the 29th of April 1941 with regard ,to his 
efforts to what he calls ‘ bringing Mr. Gandhi and me 
together.’ Here is the correspondence that passed 
between me and Sir Sapru and it speaks for itself. His 
promise to communicate with me further made in his 
letter, dated the 19th of February 1941 remained, 
unfulfilled. Having taken the initiative, he had not the 
courtesy to inform me as to the result of his efforts and 
as to the causes and reasons of his failure and it is 
hardly fair that he should now pontifically pronounce 
in his statement that he does not wish to apportion 
blame between the leaders and yet in another place in 
his statement he characterises me as ‘an intractable 
leader ’, •when by my letter, dated the 10th of February 
1941, I at once showed my willingness as suggested 
by him to meet Mr. Gandhi or any other Hindu leader 
to have a ‘heart to heart conversation.’ 

As regards other matters and points raised in Sir 
Tej Bahadur Sapru’s personal statement and in die 
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statement of the so-called Standing Committee of the 
Sapru Conference, I shall, if necessary, deal with them 
later when 1 have had sufficient time to examine them 
carefully. 

Letter from Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru to Mr. Jinnah. 

Allahabad, 

Dated, 6th February 1941. 

My dear Jinnah, 

Since we met last in Bombay a few months ago, 
I have several times thought of writing to you, but I have 
never been able, up to this moment, to make up my mind. 
Even now when I have decided to write to you, I am 
writing this letter with considerable hesitation, as, if 
I cannot make things better than they are at present, 
I certainly do not, in all conscience, want to make them 
worse. But I believe that since 1916 when we came 
together in the old India Legislative Council, you have 
known my views on the Hindu-Mahomedan question, 
and I am, therefore, venturing to hope that you will not 
misunderstand my point of view. 

Although, I have not been taking active part in 
politics of the country for the last few years, the old 
interest still survives, and I follow fairly closely the 
trend of events. The trend of recent events has only 
tended to confirm me in my belief that the supreme 



WITH MIL JINNAR 


175 


necessity of the hour is a settlement between the Hindus 
and the Muslims, or to put it in party politics, between 
the Congress and the Hindu Sai>ha and the Muslim 
League. It is my misfortune that owing to some very 
strong convictions, I have found it impossible to join 
either of the first two and for obvious reasons I could 
not be a member of the League of which you are the 
President, and yet I feel that so long as the three big 
organised bodies of public opinion in India re'main in 
their present state of relationship to each other, the 
future of this country cannot be by any means bright. 
It is not my purpose to discuss in this letter which of 
these three parties is to blame. I think that a discussion 
of this character can never lead to any good ; indeed, 
I think, instead of doing good, it may do positive harm. 
You will remember that even in August last when we 
met at Bombay, I told you that if the Congress and the 
Hindu Sabha would not, or were not prepared to call a 
conference for the purpose of settling differences, there 
was no reason why you, as the President of a^ great and 
influential League, should not take the step forward. 
Since then I have been giving this matter my constant 
attention, and at last I have made up my mind to make 
a personal appeal to you. I do not, however, pretend 
to sail under false colours. I represent neither the one 
party nor the other. I can neither offer nor accept 
terms. I can only appeal to you in my individual capa- 
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city— in the capacity o f one who strongly and genuinely 
holds that the Muslims are an integral part of India 
and that their willing co-operation with other communi- 
ties, must necessarily condition the nature, extent and 
speed of the progress of the country. I am deliberately 
avoiding all reference to the controversial issues that 
divide the one from the other, as it is not for me to 
settle them, but for you and leaders of other parties, 
who can influence opinion and speak for others to raise 
these issues and to come to a settlement in regard to 
them. As a realist, I feel that not only you but Mr. 
Gandhi and the leaders of the Hindu Sabha, particularly 
Dr. Savarkar, are men on whom the primary responsi- 
bility for a settlement of those issues lies. Neither 
speeches on public platforms, nor statements and inter- 
views given by leaders, can really help the situation. 
I think conversations, or if I may use a hackneyed 
phrase, heart-to-heart conversations may possibly lead 
to some satisfactory results. In any case even if they 
do not, we shall have the satisfaction of knowing that 
everything has been done which could be done, to bring 
about a better state of feeling and understanding. I 
am, therefore, venturing to suggest on my own account, 
without committing any other person, or any other party, 
to my views or suggestions that (1) you should agree 
first to meet Mr. Gandhi, and then the process of private 
talks could be extended to others. (2) If you and other 
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leaders then think, that it would serve the best interest 
of the country, to invite a joint conference, then you all 
could take the necessary stage. I can assure you of my 
personal support and co-operation in this matter. If 
your reply to my suggestion is that you will be prepared 
to see Mr. Gandhi and talk over matters with him, I 
shall write to him and press it on him that he must see 
you in Bombay or any other place that may suit your 
convenience. I hope very strongly that he will lie quite 
willing to see you in Bombay or any other convenient 
place and discuss things with you. I think you two 
should meet first, for if the country is dear to him, I 
believe, it is no less dear to you. You may be at present 
identified with the Muslim League. I have no kind of 
prejudice against the League or any one connected with 
it, and so far as you are concerned, I still prefer to look 
upon you as I used to in days gone by when other 
people also looked up to you, for guidance and advocacy 
of the cause of India, irrespective of caste, colour or 
creed. 

If you are willing to see Mr. Gandhi and to discuss 
things I hope you will permit me to take him into confi- 
dence about what you write to me. 

With kind regards, 

Yours sincerely, 

(Sd.) Tej Bahadur Sapruw 

12 
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Letter from Mr. M. A. Jinnah to Sir Tej Bahadur 
Sapru. 

Bombay, 

Dated, 10th February, 1941. 

My dear Sapru, 

I am in receipt of your letter of the 6th instant 
and thank you for it. I have |iven to it my closest 
consideration coming as it does from you. 

The main purpose on which you have concentrated 
is directed towards trying to induce me to agree to see 
Mr. Gandhi. I am sorry to find that you are under the 
impression that I am reluctant and opposed to seeing 
Mr. Gandhi or any other Hindu leader on behalf of 
the Hindu community, for you say in your letter that I 
should agree first to see Mr. Gandhi. Then you proceed 
to say further, “ if your reply to my suggestion is that 
you will be prepared to see Mr. Gandhi and talk over 
matters with him I shall write to him and press it upon 
him that he must see you at Bombay or any other place 
that may suit your convenience.” Please remove this 
erroneous impression from your mind. I have alwayS 
been re^dy and willing to see Mr. Gandhi or any other 
Hindu leader on behalf of Hindu community and do 
all I can to help the solution of the Hindu-Muslim 
problem. 



WITH MR. JINNAH 


179 


As regards other matters in your letter 1 cannot 
do better than to send you a press cutting giving full 
text of my speech that I made in the course of the debate 
in the Assembly on the Supplementary Finance Bill last 
November, as I fear that your attention, if at all, could 
have been drawn only to the A. P. summary that appear- 
ed in most of the papers at the time. 

This will give you some idea of the position and 
the point of the Muslim League. 

I thank you for your personal references to me 
which I need not say I appreciate very much. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.)M. A. JlNNAH. 

Letter from Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru to Mr. Jinnah. 

Allahabad, 19th February, 1941. 

My dear Jinnah, 

Thank you ever so much for your kind letter of the 
10th February. I regret to say that I have been having 
high fever for the last five or six days and am therefore 
unable to attend to any political correspondence. As 
soon as I get better I shall write to you again about the 
matter about which I wrote to you on the 6th February. 
I appreciate very much the promptness with which you 
have so kindly replied to me. 

yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) Tej Bahadur Sapru. 




CORRESPONDENCE: 


MR. JINNAH 
& 

SIR ROGER LUMLEY 
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Letter from Sir Roger Lumley to Mr. M. A. Jinnah. 

(Confidential) 

Government House, 
Ganeshkhind, July 20, 1941. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

His Excellency the Viceroy has asked me to let 
you know his intentions on the matters which follow. I 
had hoped that I would be able to see you myself in 
order that I might convey this message to you personally, 
as was his desire : but unfortunately, now that I am in 
a position to give you the message, I am not entirely 
fit, and I am therefore writing to convey it to you by 
this letter, which I am sending down to Bombay by 
special messenger. 

The Viceroy has continued to have very much in 
mind the whole situation in regard to the war effort and 
the association of non-official opinion with the prosecution 
of the war. The obstacles, however, to any settlement 
on the basis of the complete offer of August last, which* 
emerged so clearly during the discussions last autumn, 
still exist, to his very great regret, as the last few months 
and the reactions to the Secretary of State’s statement 
in the House of Commons on April 22 have made clear. 

In these circumstances, it is equally clear that he 
cannot look for that degree of support from the major 
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parties, lor the proposals embodied in the August offer, 
which he desires. Nevertheless, the burden of the conduct 
of the war on the Central Government has greatly in- 
creased, and, for administrative reasons, it is essential 
to proceed with some increase in the membership of the 
Viceroy’s Council within the terms of the August offer. 
The Viceroy, accordingly, is anxious that you should 
know that he is now, with the approval of His Majesty’s 
Government, creating five new portfolios. 

These new portfolios and the names of the gentle- 
men by whom they have been accepted are as follows : 
Supply— Sir Homi Mody ; Information— Sir Akbar 
Hydari ; Civil Defence— Mr. Raghavendra Rao ; Indians 
Overseas— Mr. Aney ; Labour— Sir Firoz Khan Noon. 

The Viceroy would also like you to know that he 
proposes to fill the vacancies arising in the portfolio of 
Law when Sir Zafrulla Khan goes to the Federal Court, 
and in the portfolio of education when Sir Girja Shankar 
Bajpai takes up a mission overseas by the appointment 
of Sir Sultan Ahmed and Mr. Sarkar. 

In addition, the Viceroy does not feel that, because 
of the difficulty in securing the support of the major 
political parties, it is possible to delay further the more 
active association of non-official Indian opinion with 
die prosecution of die war. 
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He is accordingly establishing with the approval 
of His Majesty’s Government, a National Defence 
Council. This Council will consist of some 30 members, 
nine of whom will be drawn from Indian States. 

The Viceroy regards it as essential that the Great 
Muslim community should be represented on that 
Council by persons of the highest prominence and capa- 
city. He has accordingly invited the Premier of Assam, 
Bengal, the Punjab and Sind to serve as members of it, 
and he has extended invitations also to certain other 
prominent Muslims, such as Sir Mahomed Usman. 

He has considered whether he should invite you to 
let him have any suggestions as to possible personnel 
for this Council, but being aware, as he is, of your 
general attitude, he has concluded that it would be 
preferable not to embarrass you by invitirfg you to make 
suggestions. 

It is intended that an announcement about these 
changes will be made on the morning of Tuesday, July 
22, and the Viceroy is anxious that you should have 
through me this advance information of what is pro- 
posed. I would have much preferred to have given you 
this message orally, but this letter contains the substance 
of it. 
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I hope that you have now fully recovered from 
your recent illness. 

Yours sincerely, 
( Sd .) Roger Lumley. 

Letter from Mr. M. A. Jinnah to Sir Roger Lumley. 
Dear Sir Roger, 

I am in receipt of your letter of July 20, 1941, 
which embodies the message of His Excellency the 
Viceroy. I deeply regret the decision taken by him with 
the approval of His Majesty’s Government. I appreciate 
when he says that he does not wish to make suggestions, 
knowing, as he does, not only my general attitude but 
that of the All-India Muslim League. 

Further I cannot approve of his having invited the 
Muslim League Premiers or any other Muslim Leaguer 
under the scheme of the expansion of the Viceroy’s 
Council as well as what is now called the National 
Defence Council, because it is obvious that it would 
embarrass the Muslim League organisation. And I do 
hope and trust that His Excellency will avoid such a 
contingency. 

Besides, it is hardly fair or proper that they should 
be approached by His Excellency over the head of the 
President and the Executive of the All-India Muslim 
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League, knowing full well the position and the attitude 
that the All-India Muslim League has adopted. 

It is stated in his message that the Viceroy regards 
it as essential that the great Muslim community should 
be represented by persons of the highest prominence and 
capacity. Would it be creditable for any individual 
prominent or capable Muslim belonging to an organi- 
sation to accept the invitation contrary to the position and 
the attitude taken up by that organisation, and would 
it do any credit to Government if they succeed in alluring 
him and create a breach in the organisation, in the 
hope that he may throw up his allegiance to the party 
to which he belongs in order to accept the invitation of 
His Excellency. 

I maintain that the great Muslim community is 
represented authoritatively only by the All-India Muslim 
League organisation. Persistence in this course will not 
improve matters, but on the contrary it will lead to 
bitterness on the part of the Muslim League, which up 
to the present moment, fortunately, does not exist, how- 
ever emphatically we have disapproved of the policy 
which has been pursued by His Majesty’s Government 
and the Viceroy. 

Before I conclude I am extremely sorry to hear 
that you are not well and I hope that you will soon 
recover from your illness. 
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Thanking you for your kind inquiries, I am now 
much better. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) M. A. Jinnah. 

Letter from Sir Roger Lumley to Mr. M. A. Jinnah. 

Ganeshkhind, July 22. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

Thank you for your letter of July 21, the contents 
of which I have passed on to the Viceroy. I am glad 
to hear you* have recovered. Thanks for your kind 
inquiry, I am much better. 

Yours sincerely, 
( Sd .) Roger Lumley. 



CORRESPONDENCE 


MR. JINNAH 

& 

FAZLUL HAQUE 
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Letter from Mr. Fazlul Huque to Mr. Jinnah. 

8th December, 1940. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

You must have read in the papers my statements 
on the necessity of a final attempt to solve the communal 
problem of India. I do not wish to do anything without 
your consent and I am therefore writing these few lines 
to request you to call a meeting of the Working Com- 
mittee or of the Council of the All-India Muslim League 
as early as possible. In all my statements, I have said 
nothing beyond the fact that the League might call the 
conference. Some day or other these communal diffe- 
rences will be made up, but I do not see any reason 
why the Muslim League should not take the wind out 
of the sails of other organisations and secure to itself 
the credit of having done the greatest possible service 
to India and her people. Let us discuss and if we fail, 
the blame will not be ours. As regards the subjects to 
be discussed I will send you my note later on. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) Fazlul Huque. 

Letter from Mr. Jinnah to Mr. Fazlul Huque. 

11th December, 1940. 

Dear Mr. Fazlul Haque, 

Apart from the wisdom of this move on your part, 
I regret to say that you. should have adopted this course 
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without reference to me. From your statement, it follows 
that you are forcing the Muslim League that they should 
take the initiative, because in your second statement 
you are ' definitely appealing to the members of the 
Council of the All-India Muslim League to support you 
and state that they should call upon me to summon an 
emergency meeting of the Council or the Working Com- 
mittee of the League. This, whatever may have been 
your intentions, clearly conveys that I am not willing 
to come to a settlement for this unfortunate deadlock, 
for which the Congress alone is responsible. 

I know you are very busy as the head of the Bengal 
Government.* Perhaps you have not followed what has 
taken place at the various stages of negotiations upto 
the present moment. I would therefore request you to 
read carefully at least the resolutions of the Working 
Committee and the Council of the All-India Muslim 
League and my recent speech in the Central Assembly 
in connection with the supplementary Finance Bill. This 
speech of mine is fully reported in many newspapers. 

You have already in the public press declared 
your opinion as if the Muslim League was to be goaded 
by somebody to come to a settlement and decided that 
we should consider the proposals which you are going 
to formulate for the purpose. I am glad that you are 
going to send me those proposals and I am awaiting 
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them before I can express any further opinion on the 
matter with regard to calling the meeting of the Working 
Committee or the Council. As suggested to you apart 
from the wisdom of your having issued these statements 
and having appealed to the members of the Council in 
the Press I think your move will convey the impression 
in the political quarters in India and in England that 
the Mussalmans are divided as it has already been so 
interpreted in many quarters. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) M. A. JiNNAH. 

Letter from Mr. Fazlul Huque to Mr. Jinnah. 

14th December, 1940. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

I am very sorry that owing to prevailing facts and 
circumstances my move has already been misunderstood. 
I made it clear in my statements that I did not wish to 
dictate to you anything, but only to express the desire 
that there should be an effort for peace. In doing so, 
I never meant to insinuate that any one was to blame 
although I did perfectly know where the offence really 
lies. But, it would not be politic for me to say anything 
indicating that I am already a party-man. At the same 
time, I feel so strongly that there should be one more 
peace effort and for that reason I could not resist die 
temptation of making a suggestion. I never meant that 

13 
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I should take the lead or I should dictate but I was really 
asking you to take the lead and as the head of the premier 
political organisation of India, to call everybody else 
to meet you in order that they may be able to put their 
case before you and you may be in a position to discuss 
problems with them across the table and come to a 
decision. My object really was to put you in the position 
of the dictator of India. I am sorry if I have been mis- 
understood by you and my other friends. If you still 
think that my move has in any way been unwise, you 
can tell me accordingly. It is far from my intention to 
bring about a disruption in the Muslim League. I hope 
you will write to me both freely and frankly so that I 
may be able to repair any wrong that I may have unwit- 
tingly inflicted on the reputation of the League. 

My only desire has been for peace because I feel 
that unless there is unity among all communities on the 
principle of give and take, there will be no constitutional 
advance and no prospect of a better India than we know 
at the present moment. 

Hie present Government of India Act is absolutely 
rubbish. It gives us responsibility but no power. It 
gives all the power to die Governor and the Governor- 
General-in-Council but all the responsibilities to the 
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You can therefore, easily understand how much 
we feel our position under the present constitution and 
how much we are longing for a better state of things. 
I feel that the only obstacle in the way is the present 
impasse. I therefore think that this should be removed 
anyhow but not by any surrender of our principles or of 
the position that we now hold. That will be for you 
to decide but do please try to bring about a solution 
which will enable India to march forward. If yOu think 
that it is the Pakistan scheme and nothing else why not 
send for these people and explain to them what you 
mean ? People are not able to appreciate or understand 
the thing fully. This will be removed if you have free 
talks with the leaders. It is not for me to suggest ways 
and means but I have indicated to you my heart's desire 
and I hope you will appreciate it. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) Fazlul Huque. 

Letter from Mr. Jinnah to Mr. Fazlul Huque. 

4th January, 1941. 

Dear Mr. Fazlul Huque, 

I really do not know what I can say with regard 
to this ma tter . I think you have seen what die Press 
h as been writing about this move. You have recently 
issued a statement from Poona saying that you are mis- 
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understood. Well, I cannot blame the people because 
I said from the very beginning that it was a very unwise 
move. I am quite sure that you did not intend to bring 
about a disruption in Muslim League. I quite appreciate 
your desire for peace and settlement and nobody desires 
them more than I do. But, the question is how they 
should be brought about. When the other party has 
declared a war and is holding a pistol at youi head, 
what do you propose that I should do ? What do you 
think is the aim and the object of the Congress in launch- 
ing civil disobedience ? Is it not obvious that they 
want to bend the British Government to surrender or 
yield to their demands ? At whose cost ? Over our 
head and at our cost. 

An old and experienced politician like you and a 
veteran fighter that you are, what do you expect me 
to do in these circumstances ? 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) M. A. Jinnah. 

Letter from Mr. Hucjue to Mr. Jinnah. 

7th January, 1941. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

I have received your letter. I quite understand your 
view-point but certainly something will have to be done. 
However, I am doing nothing at the present moment and 
I am allowing things to simmer. As a matter of fact, 
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I 1 am watching developments. If there is anything parti- 
cular, I shall let you know. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) Fazlul Huque. 

Telegram from Mr. Jinnah to Mr. Fazlul Huque, 
dated 21st January 1941. 

My attention drawn to a summary press report of 
our correspondence regarding your move Hindu-Muslim 
settlement. Report incorrectly represented. Its source 
am informed Calcutta. Propose release complete corres- 
pondence. 

Telegram from Mr. Fazlul Huque to Mr. Jinnah, 
dated 22nd January, 1941. 

Surprised your telegram. I know absolutely 
nothing. Will you kindly await my letter, just writing ? 

Letter from Mr. Fazlul Huque to Mr. Jinnah. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

I have already sent you a wire yesterday about 
incorrect reports in the Press regarding our Hindu- 
Muslim unity move. As I have already wired to you, 
I know nothing about these mis-statements in the Press 
nor have I yet seen them. You say that they emanated 
from Calcutta. I made enquiries but I cannot lay my 
hand on any one who may be guilty. 1 can have no 



198 


leaders’ correspondence 


objection to your publishing the whole correspondence, 
but I would ask you to consider if that will not worsen 
matters. It would be much better if you made a fresh 
statement pointing out the inaccuracies and stating what 
the real facts are. I feel more and more convinced that 
this unity move is bound to be a fiasco as Communities 
do not show the slightest inclination to be friendly. In 
these circumstances, no useful purpose will be served 
by our publication of the correspondence that passed 
between us at a time when I was full of hope. I am 
still anxious to work for a compromise when the parties 
are unaccommodating other. Hope you will consider 
my point of view before you decide anything. 

Yours sincerely, 
( Sd .) Fazlul Huque. 

1942 - 43 

Letter from Mr. Fazlul Huque to Mr. Jinnah. 

New Delhi, 
November 13, 1942. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

You have known me for over 30 years and you can 
easily realise I have been longing to meet you and to 
assure you my attachment to you and the Muslim 
League. 
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It is an irony of fate that this rift should have taken 
place between you and me after close co-operation for 
the long span of over quarter of a century. However, 
I request you to allow the dead-past bury its dead and 
throw a veil over all that has happened during the past 
few months and remove the ban on me and my supporters 
and facilitate our entry in the League fold. I can assure 
you that I will abide by the discipline of the party and 
the instructions of the President of the Mu’slim. League. 

As for the Progressive Muslim League,' up to now 
it exists on paper only and it ceases to exist automatically 
with my entry and the entry of my supporters into the 
League. 

I need hardly emphasise the fact that in the interests 
of Islam and Muslim solidarity I am prepared to make 
any sacrifices and to subordinate my personal interests 
and inclinations to the supreme demand of Muslim 
Nation. I am extremely anxious that the breach in the 
Muslim community should be made up and efforts 
should be made that no Muslim may remain outside 
the folds of the League. 

I understand you will be leaving Delhi tonight, 
but I would appreciate it very much if you would give 
me a few minutes’ time to talk to you personally and 
to explain everything frankly. 
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Under Providence I leave the interest of Bengal 
Muslims in your hands. 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) A. K. Fazlul Haque. 

Letter from Mr. Fazlul Huque to Mr. Jinnah. 

Dated February 5, 1943. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

I am determined to solve the Bengal tangle and to 
put an end to the meaningless strife which is having the 
most undesirable consequences on the prospects of the 
Muslim community in Bengal. 

Through the mercy of Providence I have an assured 
position in the Bengal Legislative Assembly and can 

carry on for an indefinite period till the end of the war 
and one year after. 

But I am going to sacrifice all that I now possess 
for the sake of my country and of the solidarity of my 
community. 

The step that I am taking will also show that I 
have not been able to blame for the unfortunate events 
that have taken place in Bengal during the last 15 
months and that I have been more sinned against than 
sinning. I do not, however, wish to rake up the un- 
pleasant past, but to concentrate on the future. 
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1 gathered from the last words you told me in the 
course of my last interview with you that in case 1 
liquidate the Progressive Party and resign from my 
office as Premier you would lift the ban which has been 
put on me. 

I have thought carefully over the situation and 
with a view to facilitate my coming back to the League, 
I am ready to tender my resignation which wjll mean 
the automatic dissolution of the Progressive Coalition 
Party. 

May I now get a line from you to tell me that I 
have understood you alright, and that the ban put on 
me will be lifted as soon as I tender resignation of my 
office as Premier ? If so, I will take my step I have 
indicated and I hope you will render the barest possible 
justice by taking me back to the League as soon as your 
conditions are satisfied. 

If I come back to the League, it will be a matter 
of party politics in Bengal for Muslim members and 
Muslim leaders to determine as to who should be the 
chief and what should be the composition of the Bengal 
Cabinet ? 

So long as we do not contravene the rules and 
principles you have laid down, 1 hope, you will not 
impose your decision on the steps we may take in Bengal 
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for securing the best possible administration in the 
country. 

With deep regards, 

1 am, 

Sincerely yours, 

(Sd.) A. K. Fazlul Huque. 

Letter from Mr. Jinnah to Mr. Fazlul Huqe. 

Dated February 10, 1943. 

Dear Mr. Huque, 

I am in receipt of your letter of February 5. In 
the course of the interview that you had with me in 
consequence of your letter of November 13, 1942, I 
maintained that our decision was entirely due to youi 
wrong conduct and action that you took and that you 
have already done a very great harm to the Muslim 
cause, of which you are better aware than anybody else. 

I re-assured you that I have no personal feeling 
in the matter nor was I, or am I influenced by any 
outside agency or any particular individual. 

I took the decision of expelling you from the 
Muslim League because your conduct and action was a 
gross breach of discipline and fundamental principles 
and policy of the All-India Muslim League organisation. 
Therefore, you expressed regret and assured me that 
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you were repentant and also expressed your willingness 
to abide by whatever proposal I would consider fair. 

You told me that all that you wanted was that the 
ban should be lifted and that you were ready and willing 
to remain as an ordinary member of the League and 
seive the organisation in any capacity that the League 
may assign to you. 

In your letter of Nov. 13, 1942, also before I gave 
you an interview you stated “1 can assure you that 
I will abide by the discipline of the party and the ins- 
tructions of the President of the Muslim League.” 

Thereupon I made the following suggestions to 
you subject to the final sanction of the Working Com- 
mittee of the All-India Muslim League. 

(1) That you should express your regret for what 
you have done. If you have now come to the conclusion 
that you should be re-admitted as a member, it is due 
to the organisation from you, whose membership you 
value so much, that you should show repentance on 
your part. Otherwise if members were expelled and 
allowed to be re-admitted, as if nothing had happened, 
it would not only be inconsistent with self-respect of the 
organisation but would be destructive of die elementary 
principles of discipline. 
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The first point, therefore that I suggested in my 
last interview with you, was that you should express 
your regret for what you have done. 

(2) That you should liquidate the Progressive 
Coalition Party or completely dissociate yourself from 
it and resign from your office as Premier. After that, 
I told you, 1 was prepared to see that the ban should 
be lifted and that you and other Muslims, who were 
expelled, should be eligible for membership of the 
Muslim League and also to Muslim League Party in the 
Bengal Assembly. Thereafter, the Muslim League 
party in the Bengal Assembly will take such decisions 
as may be necessary from time to time with regard to 
matters arising in connection with and relating to the 
Legislature and the administration of the Government 
of Bengal in consonance with the fundamental principles 
and the policy of the All-India Muslim League ; subject 
of course, to one over-riding provision which is em- 
bodied in the Resolution No. 2 of the Working Commit- 
tee dated Oct. 22, 1939 and confirmed by Resolution 
No. 1 of the Council of the All-India Muslim League 
dated Feb. 25, 1940, which runs as follows : — 

“The Working Committee hereby empower the 
President to -advise, guide and issue ‘instructions to 
Muslim League parties in the various Provincial Legis- 
latures in the event of some sudden emergency arising. 
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“ The Muslim League parties shall give effect to 
or carry out such instructions as may be given by the 
President.” 

At this interview of the 13th Nov. 1942, you agreed 
to carry out these conditions within a fortnight. But 
I heard nothing further from you till now. 

Before I close I must say that I cannot appreciate 
the tone, the language and sentiments expressed by you 
in the first paragraph of your letter, because although 
you conclude it by saying “I do not, however, wish 
to rake up the unpleasant past, but to concentrate on 
the future ” you have already indulged to a considerable 
extent in raking up the past. 

I must also repudiate and cannot agree with you 
what you say in this paragraph, as it is contrary to real 
facts. I am obliged to say this because if you really 
wanted to bury the unpleasant past and intended to 
concentrate on the future you should not have started 
with such a preamble as is contained in this paragraph 
of your letter. 

Nor do I understand the last paragraph of your 
letter, specially when you say “ I hope you will not 
impose your decision on the steps that we take in Bengal 
for securing the best possible administration for all 
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communities in the country.” Perhaps it is a mistake 
and I suppose you mean Bengal. 

Nor do 1 understand what is the meaning of your 
suggestion that I should not impose my decision on the 
steps that you may take in Bengal. 

However, it seems to me that the last paragraph 
of your letter need not be discussed further, in view of 
what I have already explained and stated above, namely 
the conditions to be complied with, in order to facilitate 
your being re-admitted to the Muslim League organi- 
sation. 

I shall move in the matter as soon as the above 
conditions are satisfied by you. 

With kind regards, 

Yours sincerely, 

(, Sd .) M. A. Jinnah. 



CORRESPONDENCE: 

MR. JINNAH 
& 

NAWAB OF CHATTARI 
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Letter from Nawab of Chattari to Mr. Jinnah. 

Dated 20th July, 1941. 

Dear Mr. Jinnah, 

As I have accepted a salaried appointment in an 
Indian State I write this to tender my resignation from 
the membership of the Council of the AllJndia Muslim 
League. It is needless for me to say that your good 
wishes and blessings would always be a source of great 
strength to me and I am sure that they would not be 
denied. 

With kind regards, 

Yours sincerely, 
(Sd.) Ahmed Said. 

Letter from Mr. Jinnah to Nawab of Chattari, 

Dated, July 30, 1941. 

Dear Nawab Sahib, 

I received your letter dated July the 20th from 
Chattari in the afternoon of the 24th of July 1941. On 
examining the envelope I find that it was posted and 
registered at Delhi on the 22nd of July. 

I beg to inform you that it was decided before the 
receipt of your letter to take disciplinary action against 
you as indicated by my statement issued on the 21st 

14 
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as you were a member of the Muslim League for having 
joined the so*called National Defence Council. 1 regret, 
therefore, that apart from the technicality that your 
letter should have been addressed to the Secretary, I 
am unable to accept your resignation pending the result 
of the disciplinary action that has to be taken against 
you. However, I am forwarding your letter to the 
Secretary of .the All-India Muslim League. 

Yours sincerely, 

(, Sd .) M. A. Jinnah. 
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Telegram 

Bombay, 12th July 1940. 

From Maulana Azad to Mr. Jinnah : — 

“ Confidential. Your July 9 statement : The Con- 
gress Delhi resplution definitely means by National 
Government a composite Cabinet not limited to any 
single party. But is it the position of the League that 
she cannot agree to any provisional arrangement not 
based on the two-nation scheme ? If so, pleae clarify 
by wire.” 

Mr. Jinnah’s reply : — 

“ Your telegram cannot reciprocate confidence. I 
refuse to discuss with you, by correspondence or other- 
wise, as you have completely forfeited the confidence 
of Muslim India. Can’t you realise you are made a 
Muslim * show-boy ’ Congress President to give it colour 
that it is national and deceive foreign countries. You 
represent neither Muslims nOr Hindus. The Congress 
is' a Hindu body. If you have self-respect resign at once. 
You have done your worst against the League so far. 
You know you have hopelessly failed. Give it up.” 
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Telegram from Allama Mashriqi to Mr. Jinnah 

5th May, 1942. 

“My telegram dated 28th April unreplied. Can 
you state minimum conditions for united demand for 
National Government? Do you approve active co- 
operation of Khaksars with Rajagopalachariar ? ” 

Mr. Jinnah’s reply to v Allama Mashriqi’s telegram : 

11th May, 1942. 

“Your telegram 5th May. My appeal to Khak- 
sars is to join and support whole-heartedly League policy 
at this critical juncture. Not possible discuss terms 
united demand as requested by means correspondence. 
— Jinnah.” 




CORRESPONDENCE: 

MR. JINNAH 
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Telegram from Mr. Rajagopalachari to Mr. 
Jinnah : — 

2nd February, 1943. 

“ In pursuance of a general desire to consider the 
situation arising out of Gandhi ji’s fast, we earnestly 
request you to join the Conference here on Teh. 1ft, 
Thursday afternoon, which Kunzru, Ghaznavi, Srini- 
vasan, Joshi, Kazmi, Banerjee, Chaudhary; Sapt Singh 
and selves convening.” 

Mr. Jinnah’s reply : — 

Bombay, Feb. 15, 1943. 

In a letter to Mr. C. Rajagopalachari, replying to 
his invitation to attend the conference, Mr. Jinnah says, 
“ The situation arising out of Mr. Gandhi’s fast is really 
a matter for the Hindu leaders to consider and advise 
him accordingly.” 

Mr. Jinnah adds, “ I regret I am unable to asso- 
ciate myself with the proposed conference at Delhi on 
the 18th of February, 1943 for it is apparent from the 
recent correspondence between the Viceroy, the Gov* 
e mment of India and Mr. Gandhi, that has been pub- 
lished in the Press, that there is no change on the part 
of Mr. Gandhi in the attitude and stand taken by him 
last August 4 vis-a-vis ’ the Muslim League except the 
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reiteration of his oft-repeated political demand having 
for its sanction a threat to resort to “ mass civil dis- 
obedience.” Now he has undertaken this dangerous 
fast with a view to enforce that demand which if con- 
ceded or agreed to under such coercive method, it is 
obvious, will destroy the Muslim demand and involve 
complete sacrifice of the vital and paramount interests 
of Muslim India. 

“ Moreover, great political issues and complex 
political problems of this subcontinent involving the 
destinies of millions cannot be settled or solved by 
means and methods of fasting adopted by Mr. Gandhi. 

“ I do however, hope that your efforts may lead to 
the path Of reason and peace and then there would come 
an opportunity for friendly negotiations which might, I 
trust, result in a settlement satisfactory not only to the 
two major nations — Hindus and Muslims— but to all 
other interests and minorities concerned.” 



CORRESPONDENCE: 

MR. JINN AH 
& 

SHEIKH ABDUL MAJID 




WITH MR. JINNAH 
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After resigning from the Muslim League, Sheikh 
Abdul Majid wrote a letter dated 25th Oct. 1943 in- 
forming Mr. Jinnah about his resignation. 

Mr. Jinnah’s reply : — 


Dated, 4th Nov. 1943. 

Dear Sheikh Abdul Majid, 

“I am in receipt of your letter of October 25, 1943, 
informing me that you have resigned from the 
Muslim League organisation. What do you expect me 
to do after you have taken your decision without 
apprising me of your complaints against the Ministry of 
placing them before the Working Committee of the All- 
India Muslim League which would have been the correct 
procedure for you to adopt before you took this fatal 
step. 

In these circumstances I note that you have resign- 
ed from the Muslim League organisation .” 

Yours sincerely, 
{Sd.) M. A. Jinnah. 



